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Also, a bill (F. R. 26700) granting a pension fo TLarkin
Russell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26701) granting an increase of pension to
Regina F. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 26702) granting a pen-
sion to Stacy Ann Wacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 26703) granting an in-
crease of pension to James Youell, alias James Moses; to the
Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26704) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Connelly; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 26705) for the relief of the legal repre-
gentatives of George W. McGinnis; to the Committee on War
Claims,

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 26700)
granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Wagoner ; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 26707) granting an increase
of pension to John H. Yarger; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslons.

By Mr. O'SHATNESSY: A bill (H. R. 26708) granting an
increase of pension to Margurite D. Pollard; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PALMER : A bill (H. R. 26709) granting a pension to
Ezra R. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26710) for the relief of John 8. Dorshimer;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 20711) granting an increase of
pension to T. J. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. Ii. 26712) granting an increase of pension to
Zachariah T. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 26713) granting a pension
to George W. Hilton; to the Commitiee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26714) granting an increase of pension to
Newton D. Cantwell; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL. R. 26715) granting an increase of pension to
Lefford Mathews: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SCULLY : A bill (H. R. 26716) granting an increase
of pension to John I, White; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 26717) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah J. Cooper; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26718) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah J. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 26719) granting a pension
to James C. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26720) granting a pension to IIomer
Hoover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26721) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander R. Cating; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 26722) granting an increase of
pension to John B, Doolittle; to the Committee on Invalid
Pengions.

By Mr, TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 26723) granting a pension
to Mary A. Millsap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr., WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26724) granting an in-
crease of pension to Chalkley Milbourne; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26725) granting an increase of pension to
John A, Sapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clauge 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the American
Chamber of Commerce in Paris, favoring the enactment of legis-
lation tending to restore the American merchant marine to its
former importance; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Iisheries. .

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany bill (H. R.
16469) for the relief of Lucien B. Beaumont; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. AYRES: DPetition of the Chamber of Commerce of
New York City, protesting against the General Board of Ap-
praisers of New York customhouse being placed under control
of Treasury Department; to the Commitiee on Expenditures in
the Treasury Department.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
the State of New York, protesting against placing the Board
of General Appraisers under any department of the Govern-
ment; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury
Department.

By Mr. ERCH: Pelition of business men of Thorp, Strum,
Eleva, Osseo, Mondovi, Eau Claire, Fairchild, Greenwood,

Withee, and Owen, Wis, all asking that the Interstate Com-
merce Commission be given further power toward controllii:g
the express rates; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Lake Michigan Sanitary Associa-
tion, Chicago, 11, favoring an appropriation to investigate the
extent of pollution in the lake waters; to the Commiitee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GARRETT: Papers to accompany bill granting an
increase of pension to Daniel H. Rankin; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, papers to accompany bill.for granting a pension to Levi
William Walden ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Deep Gulf Waterways Asso-
ciation, Little Rock, Ark., relative to the improvement of the
Mississippi River and its harbers, ete.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also,.petliion of Division No. 1, Order of Railway Conductors.
protesting against the passage of the employers’ linbility and
wi-okacn’s compensation bill; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, petition of the Lake Michigan Sanitary Association, rel-
ative to preventing the pollution of the waters of the Great
Lakes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Supreme
Council of the Order of United Commercial Travelers of Amer-
ica, favoring the passage of House bill 17736, changing the let-
ter-postage rate to 1 cent; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Algo, petition of the Supreme Council of the Ordér of United
Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the enactment of
legislation changing the date of the national election: to the
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre-
sentatives in Congress.

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the Supreme Council of the
Order of United Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the
reduction of letter-postage rate to 1 cent; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the Supreme Council of the Order of TInited
Commercial Travelers of America, favoring a change in the
date of the national election; to the Committee on Election
of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con-
gress,

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of W. 8. Han-
cock Council No. 20, Junior Order United American Mechanics,
Los Angeles, Cal,, favoring the passage of Senate bill 3175, for
resiriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr, STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of the thir-
teenth congressional district of Texas, favoring passage of bill
for eradication of the Russian thistle; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of citizens of New York and Ditts-
burgh, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 26277, establish-
ing n United States Court of Appeals; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. TILSON: Peiition of the Chamber of Commerce of
New Haven, Conn., favoring the passage of bill making appro-
priation for the improvement of the New IHaven Harbor; to the
Committee on Appropriations. :

SENATE.
Tuurspay, December 5, 1912.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Dierce, D. D.

Luxke LEA, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, and IloBERT
L. Owen, a Senator from the State of Oklahoma, appeared in
their seats to-day. :

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (H. DOC., NO. 930).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Bacox) laid before the
Senate the annual report of the Attorney General for the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1912, which was ovdered fo lie on the table
and be printed.

CITIZENSHIP IN PORTO RICO (8. DOC. NO. 068).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs,
transmitting, at the request of the Governor of Porto Rico, a
petition adopted at a mass meeting of workingmen of Porto
Rico, praying for the enactment of legislation granting American
citizenship to the people of that Territory, which was referred.
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 'orto Rico and ordered
to be printed.

AUTHENTICATED
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MESSAGE FROM THE ITOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, fransmitted to the Senate resolutions of the
House on the death of Hon. WeLpoN BrixToN HEYBURN, late a
Senator from the State of Idaho.

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions of
the House on the death of Hon. Isipor RAYNER, late a Senator
from the State of Maryland.

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli-
gence of the death of Hon. Georcr HerBerT UTTER, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of Rthode Island, and transmitted
resolutions of the House thereon.

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence
of the death of Hon. Ricmarp E. CoxNELL, late a Representative
from the State of New York, and fransmitted resolutions of
the IHouse thereon.

The message further communicated to the Senafe the intelli-
gence of the death of Hon. Carr CAREY ANDERSON, late a Repre-
senfative from the State of Ohio, and transmitted resolutions of
the House thereon.

The message also announced that the ITouse had passed the
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate: :

. . 16450. An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals
of railroad cars confaining interstate or foreign shipments, the
unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of freight and ex-
press packages or baggage or articles in process of transporta-
tion in interstate shipment, and the felonious asportation of such
freight or express packages or baggage or articles therefrom
into another district of the United States, and the felonious
possession or reception of the same; and ;

H. R. 17470. An act to pension widow and minor children of
any officer or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain
or Philippine insurrection.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I present resolutions adopted by the
board of directors of the American Institute of Electrical

Engineers, of New York, relating to the American patent sys-
tem. I ask that the resolutions be printed in the REcorp and
referred to the Committee on Patents.

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Patents and ordered to be printed in the RRECORD,
as follows:

AMERICAN PATEXT SYSTEM,

(Resolutlons adopted by the board of directors of the American Institute
of Electrical Engineers, Nov. 8, 2.)
AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ELECTRICAL ENGINEERS,
New York.
Whereas there are pending before the Congress numerous bills affecting
_and greatly modifying the patent system in the United States; and
Whereas the patent system has been and is a tremendous factor in
building up the present industrial prosperity of this country, thereby
greatly contribnting to the prosperity of the country as a whole; and
Whereas any untoward change in the f)ntent gituation might disas-
trously affect this condition of industrial and general prosperity and
the conditions contributing to their continual angmentation; and
Whereas in view of the intimate relation of the patent system to the
general welfare, no action looking toward any radical change in the
patent system should be taken without most careful consideration;

and
Whereas in our opinion proper consideration of such important changes

as are proposcd can be had only by an unbiased, nonpartisan commis-

sion made up of men from various walks of life and not from any

one vocation or interest: Be it

Resolved, That the American Institute of Electrical Englneers, acting
through its officers and board of directors, respectfully urge the Con-
gress of the United States that they provide for a commission made up
of unblased, independent, nonpartisan men of such national standing as
will command the respect of the whole country, and chosen from differ-
ent walks of life, and not more than one from any one calling or inter-
est, and serving without pay. Such commission to hold public hearings
and otherwise, ns may appear to them best, to make a thorough and
carefunl study of the American paftent situation and to prepare and
submit a comprehensive report and recommendations to Congress fov
such changes, if any, as may, as the result of thelr study, appear to
them expedient, whether in the Patent Office, in the method of court
rocedure, or in the organic patent law, and recommendations as to
rlm legislation they would propose for effecting said changes. And that
we further respectfully urge that the Congress make ample provision for
the expenses of sald commission ; and be it

Resolved, That we respectfully urge the Congress of the United States
to hold in abeyance all Pru]msev.l legislation affecting ‘the patent system
in whatsoever way until such time as the sald commission shall have
hnd ample opportunity to hold the said hearings and make the said
study and report; and be it further

Resolved, That these resolutions be printed and a copy be sent to
each Senator and Representative of the United States who is a member
of the Senate or IHouse Committee on PPatents.

Rarpr D. MEersitoN, President.
¥. L. HrrcHIXS0X, Secretary.

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the Utah Federa-
tion of Women's Clubs, praying for the establishment of agri-
cultural extension departments in connection with the agrieul-
tural colleges in the several States, which was referred to the
Committes on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of New Haven, Conn., praying for the creation of a final
court of patent appeals, which was referred to the Committee
on Patents.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
New Haven, Cenn., praying that an appropriation be made for
the improvement of the harbor at that city, which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a petition of the congre-
gation of the First Baptist Church of Yarmouth, Me., praying
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the
nullification of State liguor laws by outside dealers, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

JAMES C. ESLOW,

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Judl-
clary, to which was referred the bill (8. 6022) for the relief of
James (. Eslow, asked to be discharged from its further con-
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims,
which was agreed -to.

AMERICAN RED CROSS.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. From the Committee on the Judi-
ciary I report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. It
20287) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An act to incor-
porate the American Red Cross,” approved January 5, 1903, and
I ask for its immediate consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate, ag in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend
section 5 of the act for the incorporation of the American Na-
tional Red Cross, approved January 5, 1905, so that the annual
meeting of the organization shall hereafter be held on Wednes-
day preceding the second Thursday in the month of December
in each and every year.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FERRO LIGHT STATION, PORTO RICO.

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (8. 7531) fo
authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to purchase
certain land required for lighthouse purposes at Port Ferro
Light Station, Porto Rico, and I submit a report (No. 1070)
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consgider the bill.

The bill was reporfed to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. .

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimons
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. CULLOM :

A bill (8. 7599) authorizing the reappointment of Midship-
man Walter J. Tigan, recently dismissed from the Naval
Academy for hazing; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. MASSEY :

A bill (8. 7600) legalizing certain conveyances heretofore
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others, within the
State of Nevada ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LODGE:

A bill (8. 7601) granting a pension to Lulu W. Gallagher
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WARREN :

A Dbill (8. 7602) for the relief of Fred C. and C. Hellen
Fisher: to the Committee on Public Lands.

A bill (8. 7603) granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
Hubbell (with accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 7604) granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
Lafontaine (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

A bill (8. 7603) for the relief of Theresa A. Murray (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, PENROSE: -

A bill (8. T606) granting an increase of pension fo Charles
Bridger, alias Charles Mahoney (with accompanying paper) ; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McLEAN:

A bill (8. 7607) granting an inerease of pension to Melly I.
Smith Ford (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 7008) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J.
Sparrow (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions:

By Mr. STEPHENSOXN :

A bill (8. 7609) granting a pension to Meftie I. Liskum (with
accompanying papers) ;
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A bill (8. 7610) granting an inerease of pension to Horace L‘
Chadbourne (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 7611) granting an increase or pension to Edward R.
Dudley (with accompanying papers); to the Cpmmlttee on
FPensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine:

A bill (8. 7612) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H.
Strout (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 7613) granting an increase of pension to Erastus G.
Cuammings (with accompanying paper) ; and

A Dbill (8. 7614) granting an increase of pension to Fred F.
Harris (with accompanying pnpers) ; to the Committee on
Pensgions.

By Mr. WETMORE:

A bill (8. T615) granting an increase of pension to Lucy H.
Collinsg (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE:

A bill (8. 7616) granting a pension fo Huldah Nesbitt; and

A bill (8. 7617) granting an increase of pension to Elif-*ha L.
Ashley; to the Committee on Pensions.

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT SYSTEM (5. DOCS, NOS. 066 AND 967).

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask to have printed as a document a pre-
liminary report on land and agricultural credit in Europe and
also a communication from the International Institute of Agri-
culture, entitled * The way out of the rut.” I ask that they be
printed separately.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senaior from Florida
asks that the two papers which he has submitted to the Senate
be each printed as a Senate document. Without cbjection, it
will be so ordered.

LINCOLN MEMORIAL COMMISSION (8. DOC. Ko. 963).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
following message from the President of the United States,
which was read, and, on motion of Mr. Currom, was, with the
accompanying papers and illustrations, referred to the Com-
miittee on the Library and ordered to be printed:

To the Scnate and House of Representatives:

I beg herewith to submit a report of the Lincoln Memorial
Commission and its recommendation upon the loecation, plan,
and design for a memorial in the city of Washington, D. C., to
the memory of Abraham Lincoln, in accordance with an act
providing a commission to secure plans and desigus for a monu-
ment or memorial to the memory of Abrabam Lincoln, ap-
proved February 9, 1911.

Wan, H. TaAFT.

Tue Waite Hovse, December 5, 1912.

JIOUSE BILLS BEFERRED.

H. R. 16450. An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals
of railroad cars containing interstate or foreign shipments, the
unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of freight and
éxpress packages or baggage or articles in process of transporta-
tion in interstate shipment, and the felonious asportation of
such freight or express packages or baggage or articles there-
from into another district of the United States, and the felonious
possesgion or reception of the same, was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

1. R. 17470. An act to pension widow and minor children of
any officer or enlisled man who served in the War with Spain
or Philippine insurrection, was read twice by its title and re-
ferrcd to the Committee on Pensions.

OMNIBUS CLATMS BILL.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the Senate proceed with the
further consideration of House bill 19115, known as the omnibus
claims bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. 1.
19115) making appropriation for payment of certain claims in
accordance with findings of the Court of Claims reported under
the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3,
1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and the Tucker
Acts.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the reading for the purpose of con-
sidering the committee amendments be resumed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will
be continued.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 15, on
page 107.

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on
page 107, under the subhead * Virginia,” after line 18, to strike
out :

To the trustees of Oak Grove Methodist Eplscopal Church, of Reams
&tation, $800.

The amendment wag neread to.

Et[‘he next amendment was, at the top of page 108, to strike
ou

To the trustees of St. Paul's Free Church, of Routts Hills, $600.
The amendment was agreed to.

Etl‘he next amendment was, on page 108, after line 4, to strike
ont:

To the trustees of the Wilderness Baptist Chureh,
Cotnte 8500, ptist Church, of Bpottsyivania

The amendment was agreed to.
:t[‘he next amendment was, on page 108, after line 8, to strike
out:
Coggt ;hglveqtry of Aquia Protestant Episcopal Church, of Stafford
’I:o the r.a"ustees of Berea Baptist Church, of Stafford County, $
g 3 the tiustees of Hartwood Pmsbyterlan Church, of Stafford Couuty,

$80
(.‘o?;:ti\ hngt{?bstees of Macedonia Methodist Episcopal Church, of Stafford
3 W
Cu‘l}“o g%érustm of the Methodist Episcopal Church SBouth, of Blephens
i)

To the trustees of Trinity Lutheran Church, of Stephens Clty, $500.

To the trustees of the Preshyterian Church ot Strasburg, $730.

To the First Baptist Church of Buffolk, $55

To the trustees of the Methodist Fptsco[ml Church South, of Snflelk,
Nansemond County, $2,100.

To the trustees of the Providence Methodist Eplscopal Church, near
Suffolk, Nansemond County, $800.

To the vestry of The Plains Episeo;ml Church, of The Malins, $350.

To the trustees of the Lutheran Church of Toms Breok, and the
trustecs of the Reformed Church, of Toms Brook, successors to the
Union Church, of Toms Brook, 03200
31%’ the trustees of the Methodist Epliscopal Church South, of Unison,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 16, to
strike out:

To the trnstnes of the Old 8chool Ragtlst Church, of Cp&eﬁﬂlﬂ. $250.
. 'l'eﬁhe trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church Sou of Warren-
on

To the tmatees of the Presbyterian Church of Warrenton, $800.

To the trustees of the Baptist Church of Waterford, $525.

To the trustees of the Baptist Church of W Illlamsburg 515

To the trustees of the Methodist Eplscopal Church Sout_b ot wil-
liamsburg, $1,300.
* To the frustees of the Grace Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Win-
chester, $810.

To the trustees of John Mann Methodist Episcopal Church (colored),
of Winchester,

hels‘?e tlwS 1mstees of the Kent Street Presbyterian Church, of Win-
C r, $2,750,

To the trustees of the Loudoun Street Presbyterian Churech, of Win-
chester, $2,600.

To the trustees of the Market Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Winchester, $1,740.

To the trustees of the St. Panl Reformed Church, of Woodstock, $3235,
e Tot tlms ltr:tl]istees of the Presbyterian Church of McDowell, Highland
ounty, 8

The amendinent was agreed to.

The next amendment wasg, on page 110, after line 19, to
insert :

To the tronstees of Chestnut Fork Old School Baptist Chureh, of Cul-
peper County, £1,180.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line
insert :

To the trustees of the Alethodist Eplscopal Church SBouth, of I‘alrﬂu:
Court House, $1,000

The ameudmcut was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 111, to insert:

To the trustees of Warrenton Academy, of Warrenton, $1,200,

The amendment was agreed to.

'{he next amendment was, on page 111, after line 2, to strike
out:

)

—

to

WASHINGTON,
To Joseph Hinszon, of Plerce County, $115.41.
The amendment was agreed fo.
The next amendment was, under the heading “ West Virginia,™
on page 111, after line 6, to sirike out:

To Sarah A. Bodk'!n' widow of Willlam H. Bodkin, deceased, late o!
lpshur County, $27

To Mary E. Bucku of Beve erly, $115.

To Charles Cook, a&mlulstrntor of John Cook, deceased, late of Fayetta
Ccmntv. L3550, {

To Lorenzo D. Corrick, administrator of the estate of Willlam 001‘4

rick, deceased, late of Tucker County, $150.

To Edward M. Craig, adminlstrator of the estate of George W. Craig.
deceased, Iate of Mason County, $2,114.

To Andrew Crouch, Newtoen Crouch, and B. L. Bntchor. executor!
of Jacolb Crouch, decensed, late of Bandol&h County, $3,71

To John T. Sharp administrator of the estate of heorge chksou.

deceased, late of Fayette Ceounty, $99,
To Jo‘hn Fitz, executor of Samuel Fitz, deceased, late of Marting-
‘Foreman. widow of Jacob J. Foreman, dcceased, late of
Berkeley County, §816.

To John H. Fout, adminlstrator of the estate of Goorge Fout, de<
ceased, of Grant Coonty, §780,
To Mary V. Chambers, administratrix of the patme of Lydia AL

Hockensmith, deceased, late of Jefferson County, $30
To T. J. Hudson, administrator of the estate of Jacoh W. Hudson,
deceased, of Lewis County, $15.
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To T. H. Kelly, administrator of the estate of John McH, Kelly and
Allie V. Kelly, deceased, of Braxton County, $535.

To Joseph Loudermillk, of Monroe County, $530.

To James 8. Lucas, administrator of the estate of Catharine 8. Lucas,
deceased, of Jefferson County, $710.

To Ruth Milbourn, Louise V. Milbourn, and Henry W. Milbourn, sole
gell‘ﬁ of the estate of Oliver Milbourn, deceased, late of Jefferson County,

430.

To Sarah Miller, of Monroe County, $620.

To Willlam W, Myers, executor of James W. Myers, deceased, late of
Jefferson County, $650.

To Henry O non and William A. O'Bannon. sole heirs of Alfred
O'Bannon, deceased, late of Jefferson County, $304,

To J. W. Gardner, administrator of the estate of F. A, Roeder, de-
censed, late of Jefferson County, $320,

To John T. S8harp, administrator of the estate of John Fharp, deceased,
late of Falyette County, $340.

To L. H. Briscoe, sole heir of Maria Shirley, deceased, late of Jeffer-
son County, $260.

To Joseph C. Smith, of Jefferson County, $620.

To James M, Steilhenson. of Mason County, $244.

To David Tuckwiller and Sarah Bettie Wilson, of Greenbrier County,

£600,
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Barbours-
ville, 8500,

To the trustees of the Presb{terlan Church of Beverly, $1.500.
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bunker Hill,

1.000.
m:I'c:n the trusteeg of the Free Church of Burlington, Mineral County,

05.
: To tgz Dt(;'ustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Charles-
own, :

To the trustees of 8t. John's Eplscopal Church, of Charleston, $1,850.
S'Tg the trustees of Zion Protestant Episcopal Church, of Charlestown,
al .
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Clarks-
burg, $1,400.

To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Clarkshurg. $5235,

To the trustees of Elk Branch Presbyterian Church, of Duffields, $G00.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 114, after line 20, to strike
ouf:

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flatwoods, $300,

To the trustees of the Fetterman (now West Main Street) Episcopal
Chureh, of Grafon, $490.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 4, fo strike
out :

To the trustees of St. John's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Har-

pers Ferry, $1,700.
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Huttonsville, $§7T01.

To the trustees of the Trinity Protestant Eplscopal Church, of Mar-

ﬂusbnrf. $1,340,
ssg‘p the trustees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Aliddleway,

To the trustees of the Presbyterlan Church of Moorefield, $£1,430,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 20, to strike
ont: .

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Philippi, $600,
Ph’i_'lr_: the zjru[;;tecs of the Mount Olivet Primitive Baptist Church, of

ilippi, $230.

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Chureh South, of I'oint
Pleasant, $1,000.

To the trostees of the Methodist Eplscopal Church South, of St.
Albans, $1,400.

To the wardens and vestrymen of St. Mark's I'rotestant Episcopal
Church, of 8t. Albans, $2,400,

To the treasurer of Caledonia Lodge, No. 4, Independent Order of
0dd Fellows, of Shepherdstown, $115.

To the trusiees of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield, $600.

To the trustees of St. John's Catholic Church, of Summersville, $1,030.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 14, to strike
out:
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Webster, $430.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 16, to insert:
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Glen-
ville, $800.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 18, to sirike
ont :
WISCONSIN,
To Irving V. Bliss, of Milwaukee, $334.22.
To Ole Jacobson, of Walworth County, $138.78.
To Hiram F. Lyke, of Waukesha County, $188.56.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 117, to insert:
Cratus ror OvERTIME DUE EMPLOYEES 1IN UNITED STATES NAVY Yainps,
CALIFORNIA,

To the following-named persons (representing six clalms) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of James Blessington and others against the United States, for payment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Mare Island
Navy Yard, namely :

James Blessington. $701.76.

Thomas Coffey, $393.43,

Nathaniel Damuth, $431.20.

Thomas W. Dixon, £35.70.

Loulsa Keyes, widow of James I Keyes, deceased, $487.49.

Thomas Ney, $294

The amendment was agreed to.

4

The next amendment was to insert after line 19, page 117

To the following-named persons (representing 11 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Joseph Borton and others against the TUnited States, for );a[ymo.nt for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Mare Island Navy
Yard, namely :

Ira M. Butler, $146.12.

Orin 8. Cooper, $76.48,

J. H, Dalton, $467.62, .

Daniel Gray, $31.50. :

William Hooper, $57.17.

James Macarty, $484,83,

Jonathan Newcomb, jr., $108.75.

Ira M. Butler, executor of 0. H. Butler, deceased, $579.92,

Margaret Geary, widow of Michael Geary, deceased, $275.

Katherin Lipp, widow of Charles M. Lipp, deceased, $63.92.

Katherine Maher, widow of John Maher, deceased, $340,606,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, after line 19, page 118, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 34 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Ellen Brew, widow of Frank Brew, deceased, and others against the
United States, for Fayment for extra labor above the legal day of eight
hours at the Mare Island Navy Yard, namely :

Ellen Brew, widow of Frank Brew, deceased, $411.11,

James Brosanahan, $61.35.

William A. Brown, $379.96.

Dorothea T. Bryant, widow of John Bryant, deceased, $353.31.

Edward Campion, %4?.62,

Henry Cassady, $129.04,

Dennis Corbett, $9.18.

Kennedy Creighton, $226.28,

Retta A, Hawes, widow of Henry A. Hawes, deceased, $266.75,

Corlis Hinds, $324.53.

Julia Lee, widow of Edward Lee, deceased, $191.40,

John Lynch, $84.G9.

Duncan McLean, $514.00,

Henry MacKenzie, $179.066.

Patrick Mayoch, $10.64.

Charles Ortlieb, $456.17.

Elias Shillingsburg, $275.05.

Ann Sweeney, widow of James Sweeney, deceased, $262.25,

William H. Taylor, $328.53.

Patrick O'Day, $474.89,

William Farrell, $267.01.

Charles John Wall,

Willlam A. Brace, $28.25,

Charles C. Crocker, $337.20.

Louise T, Farley, widow of D. J. Farley, deccased, $512.32,

Mrs. John Harvey. widow of John Harvey, deceased, $12.24,

Mary J. Towle, widow of Benjamin C. Towle, deceased, $78.59,

George Osborne, $451.86.

Mary Riley, widow of Theodore Riley, deceased, $406.49,

John Thompson, $410.40,

Rosa King, widow of Joseph King, deceased, $567.04.

Albert Hylvester, $241,27.

John Wise, $19.43.

Sarah A. Dunbar, widow of Joseph J. Dunbar, deceased, $498.09,

Olive A. Sides, widow of George B. Sides, deceased, $480.21,

Mary G. Lockwood, widow and executrix of William Harrison Lock-
wood, deceased, $438.07,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 121, after line 21, to insert:

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

To the following-named persons (representing 40 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Mary E. Alcorn, widow of John Aleorn, deceased, and others agains
the United States, for [;a:ment for extra labor above the legal day o
eight hours at the Washington Navy Yard, namely :

Mary E. Alcorn, widow of John Alcorn, deceased, $471.78.

George G. Auguste, $261.79. 2

Adaline Bivens, widow of Thomas IH. Bivens, deceased, $225.50,

Thomas Cheek, $102.69,

Albert Dean, $297.94.

Henry . Fowler, $150.16.

Charles W. F. Garcla, $72.02,
na[ﬁacl;g Al Getzendanner, widow of William Getzendanner, deceased,

A

Thomas 8. Gosnell, $201.64.

Lawrence J, Grant, $34.05.

Mary J. Haygle, widow of John L. Iaygle, deccased, £350.82,

William B. Hardester, $1.50.

Alerrellah Holt, widow of George C. Holt, deceased, $200.77.

Aberrellah Iolt, next friend of Ilannah Davis (insanc), widow of
George H. Davis. deceased, $710.40. 5

Catherine A. Hunt, widow of George N. IIunt, deceased, $350.86,

Francis 8. ITutchinson, $149.94,

William H. Hutchinson, $77.85.

Simpson Johnsenm, ?lﬂu.ﬂa. >

Mary C. Kidwell, widow of William Albert Kidwell, deceased, $203.90,

John IH. King, 510.01.

W. Oscar Knott, $195.83.

Gertrude Lang, widow of Charles A. Lang, deceased, £5.87,

Abraham B, callett, $493.81.

Albert Lewis, $271.05.

Herbert Lewis, $261.84,

Frank A. Lowe, $304.68,

George Lowry, $134.52,

William Luskey, $22.42.

William L. Mills, $127.27.

Thomas O'Brien, $106.20,

Martha B, Osborn, widow of Charles H, Osborn, deceased, $417.90,

Caleb I'ennington, $253.48,

George M. Posey, $150.01,

George Selby, $D1.48,

Anna C. Simmonds, widow of Daniel Simmonds, deceased, 882,60,
$13&3r5‘ E. Smith, widow (remarried) of Louls Browning, deceased,
Mary A. Smithson,
John Smallwood, §
Mary H. Summers, widow of Edward Bummers, deceased, $576.80,

nv:ldg;r of Isaac Smithson, deceased, £220.16,
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AMrs, E. Thompson, widow of John H. Thompson, deceased, $306.89.
John C. White, $161.62,

William T, Hutchlnson. administrator of William E. Hutchinson, de- |
ceased. $701.9
W. B. Todd, $"0 07

Thomas H. Risler. $5T7.42,
Artemus R, Warfield, $02.67. 2
Katie Langley, widow of Robert C. Langley, deeeased, $215.33.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 21, {o insert:

To the following-named persons (repmentlng 93 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
David Auld and others against the United States, for payment for extra
lnbor] above the legal eight hours at the Washington Navy Yard,
namely :

David Auld, $461.10.

Everette E. Auguste. sole helr of Samuel R, A

Martha E. Burton, widu\v of John F. Burton,

Breoks Burr, $321.

Willinm W. Boswell $19.97.

Isaae Benham. $421.38.

John Beron, 10.

Samuel Brown Bates, $3680.32.

Oliver T. Beaumont, $45.71.

William F. Brown, $287.13.

Amanda Berkeley, widow of Thomas Berkeley, dcecased, $156.26.

James T. Bell, 61,
Sallie R. Bailey, exectrtr!:l: of John A. Bailey, deceased, $327.45.
$29 80,

Perry ‘Hnldwln $1 0

Walter Lnddlngton

Mary J. Carrico, widow of John H. Carrico, deceased, $126.5

Laura V. Cornelius, wtdow of James W. Cernelius, deceascd. 84"‘0 42,
Hezekinh J. Cawood, $403.52.

Saranh E. Cawood, executrix of Philip A. Cawood, deccased, $456G.
Robert Craig, §7.1 .|
Peter Cooksey, 5187 14,

George A. Cross, $£211.84,

E (iw:lrd M. Cox. 21.

te, deceased, $°93.98
eceased, $481.60,

Robert Campbell, $430. 't'?.

Patrick Loleman, 310

Lawrence Callan, ‘32

Thomas_J. Duvail, zomm %

Ida C. Duvall, administratrix of George Duvall, d.eeeased. £50.88.
Hester A. I)Ice widow of George D. Dice, deeeased $449.80

Mary E. Dw exwutrit of Ifcnr; I'. Dwyer, deceased 348? 46.
William F, ovc.

Sarah Domnnt wldow or TJames E. Dement, deeeased, $362.85.
Willlnm Ewin, $204.52.

Joshua Evans, $373.60.

Amelia V. Edelin, wldow of George W. Edelin, deceased, $270.32.
John T. hvely, $456.7T

Thomas IX. 2, .;':‘.

Fanny I ul!alove execut:i: of James Fullalove, deceased, $461.08.
Andrew Gray,

Mary B. Gil w:.dow ot Willlam Gill, deceased, $322.72.
Izaae O. (;ardrm $71.25.

Martha Grifiith, widow of Thomas Griflith, deceased, $348.10.
Richard Gates, 319_‘

John Glasgow, $81.

George W. Gates, 3330 19.

Itobert Greenwell, $246.86.

Josiah Gray, $13.ST.

James Grifith, 862 51,

James Gordon, $225.90.

Thomas 8. Gunter, $1635.24,

John T. ﬂarr:son 365.36.

Isaac Litt.le. i[

Catherine 8. AMiller, widow of Samuel Miller, decensed, $736.82.

Jﬂ&ﬁ;ﬂ 0. Mn.rceron, administrator of James A, M,nrceran deceased,
LS

Howard Miller, 5350.9&

Charles E. Morris, $43.15

Davison McCuilough .Ez‘j-} .60.

Benjamin McElwee, S:_T-L.IS.

Peter McCarthy, $261.8 Sld

jeorge W, Mackabee
Laura \Ic[xenne}. widow r,r Rnbert V. McKenney, deceased, $279.08.
Lillle M. Mohler, widow of Icnn H. Baldwin, deceased, $265.73.
William C. Nicholson, $50.78,
Alfred Nally, $159.21.
Barbara C. Oliver, widow of I. Lewls Oliver, deceased, $58.26.
Henty A. Otterback, $149.67.
Susan Forts, widow of FPerry O. Ports, deeeased, $508.0
Martha A. Perkins, widow of Samuel F. 'erkins. decea sc-d. $377.27.
Margaret 0. Purcell, widow of James Purcell, deceased., $103.59.
Mary AL Padgett, widow of James Padgett, deceased, $123.10.
Ann Margaret Ru-uwll. execufrix of David N, Russcll, deceased, $538.80,
Richard R $231.02.
Marcns Ric ardson, %2{!0 41,
Thonas B. Lear, $14
;:&le 8, Sweeney, administratrix of Edward Sweeney,
Philip Sherwood. $226.52,
John A, bmith 22.78.
Charles . Smi ;
George 8. Stewart, $459.84
Ann It. Turner, widow of Zachariah A. Turner, r.leeeased $435.11,
Eliza I". Walson, executrix of Charles F. \\a]non‘ Sﬂa'
Margaret Street, widow of James R, Street, deceased, ;S 70,
Belle Steele, executrix of H, N. Steele, decmxed. 402, 4 3.
George W. Stockett, §1.8‘!.
J. H. Tayman, $97.8
. Charles A. Tupper, S-ﬂl 47.
ngajamin Van Horn, $478.25.
Emma Umgleby, widow of John Umpleby, deceased, $321.40.
James Watson, $319.18,
Elenora Warner, widow of John Warner, deceased, $436.03.
Joseph Wehb, $1
Ellen Bowling, wldow ot WIELan Bowling, deceased, $228.40.
James D, Quigley, $4T
To Robert A. Barker, S"3 a7.
< To Charles P. Morris, $216.43. .

The amendment was agreed to.

deceased,

The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 18, to insert:
To the following-named persons (representing 23 claims) the follow-
sums, respectlw[y as found by the Court of Claims in the ease of
Mary F. Smith, administratrix of Johm W. Howling, deceased, and
others against the United States Ior yment for extra labor above the
eg}al day of t hours at the gton Navy Yard, namely:
fary F. Smith, ndmin!stmtr!x ot John W. Bowling, deceased $0.58.
Edgar Baldwin, $274
Mr. CRAWFORD. I (]ea[re to offer an amendment in lien of
lines 1 and 2, at the top of page 134. The amendment is made
necessary by the death of the claimant since the hill was passed
fihrongh ‘the House., I move to substitute the name I gend to the
esk.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Crare in the chair).
amendment to the amendment will be stated.
The SEcRETARY. On page 134, lines 1 and 2, it is proposed to
strike out:
Edgar Baldwin, $274.81.
And insert:
Maria E. Baldwin, widow of Edgar Baldwin, deceased, $274.81.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment
ot the Committee on Claims was, on page 134, after line 2, to

The

| insert:

Marion k. Cross, $11.12,
3298 Ge%ge . Cumberland, heir at law of George Cumberiand, deceased,

Isabella F. Knott, heir at Inw of John Cook, deceased, $343.57.
Rachel Wilker, heir at law of William Crawford, deceased, $377.60.
Caroline Nicholson, daughter of Joseph H. Carroll, deceased,
Daniel D. Davis, son of John T. Davis, deceased, $414.87
Catherine H. Burns, daughter of Coombs Greenwell, deceaeed $450.16.
Mary J. Holmes, executrix of G . Holmes, deceased, $389.82,
John A. Lescallett, son ot Bamuel M. Lescallett, deceased, $132.43,
James E. Lewis, $133.

Lgags‘ E. er, gran.ddaughter of Edward MeKenney, deceased,

Robert J. Nicholson, son of Walter Nicholson, deceased, $80.17.
Ro?'%rt 4 I’ndgett, helr at law of Robert G. Padgett deceased,

Margaret 0. Purcell, daughter of John Wood, deceased, $209.98.
Mar; R. K. Rose and Ann B, Wlllmuth dnughters of Adam L,

Rose,
.TDS('E{] J. Spoflen, son of John Spollen, deceased, §233.
Willlam E. Sim , son of James E. Slmpson dmnseg,eéloo 3.
Laura Lrowther, heir at law of Gem'f $2u8 17.
Mary 1. Smith, daughter of Alexander Sword, deceased, $549.0.
Charles M, Smithson, son of George Smithson, deceased, $382. 20
Mary R. Watkins, daughter of John Johnson, deceased, $548.40,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 136, beginning in line 1, to
insert :

To the followinfg-named persons (representing 19 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respeetively. as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Willlam A. Clements and others a ainst the United States, for
ment t%- e:tr{a_. lﬁ'bor nbcive the legal day of eight hours at the anglyl-

on Na
ﬂllamvi Clementa SITI G3.

Dennis A
D% n H“‘S?S

Bartholomew
James FI. Jones
Edward RI:H:kEtt, ‘169 60

Anton Schladt, $87.82.
John Sim 24? 5o,
Thomas Wise, $30.36.

Alice Cleeves, widow of Arnold Cleeves, deceased, $145.08.
Eliza Dmpeaur, widow of Anthony Despeanx, decmsed, £357.88.
Elizabeth Gordon, widow of Willlam Gordon, deceased, $32.88,

Amnie D. Keithley, widow of George W. Keithley, deceased, $230.78.
Harriet Lee, widow of Oscar Lee, $172.98.
Jane E. Marshall, widow of Chesterfield Marshall, decensed, $240.00,
Mary A. Perkins, widow (remarried) of Thomas €. Lyles, $3.00.
Henriolm H. Stahl, widow of John W. Stahl, deconsod, S41.70.
Rose L. \\'rliles widow of Stephen C. Wailes, drcmsm} $1T5.17.
Charles F. Fugitt, sole heir of Thomas M. Fugitt, tluce'mml $3u4 37,
Frank A. Lcﬂch. sole helr of E .W. Leach, deceased, 3706.4

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 137, after line 18, to insert:

To the following-named persons (Ngﬂ!ﬁe'ﬁﬂ‘ng 5 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case

of Clements T. Dant and others against the United States, for payment
ful extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Washington
.u'ly Yard, namel
ements T Drmt $20.27.

Milig'\ret H. Balderston, widow of Marcellus Balderston, deceased,

Frank Smith, §14.

Edwin B. Arnold s.nd Willlam T. Arnold, sole heirs of Thomas 0.
Arnold, deceased, $94.89,

John C. helthley, $411.52.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on pﬂge 138, after line 6, to insert:

To the following-named persons (rt-prewntlng 63 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Itobert Dugan and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor nbmc the legal day of eight Lcurs at the Washington Navy
Yard, namely

Robert Elug‘nn. $24.74.

Sg;:}l.'énﬁh. Oleott, widow (remarried) of Massey T. Quigley, deeeased,

John W. Robertson, 354 .59,
Jasper Barra, $122.0

$77
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Charlotte Butler, widow of Louls Buller, deceased, $11.31,
Ladd Whiting, 906,
idow of George Lewls, deceased, $258.71.

Louisa Lewis, w

Jefferson W. Cohron, $37.07.

Dorette H, Busching, widow of Henry C. Busching, deceased, $144.69.
QIEAE?}MW J. Ballenger, widow of Richard F. Ballenger, deceased,

AL

Willlam Bolger, $39.18.

Emma F. Brown, widow of Willlam Brown, deceased, $230.41,

Patrick Cahlll, §83.22,

George T. an, $71.61
William L. Fletcher, $26.18,
Charles Forrest, $240.53. v
1?{““’ J. Gill, sister and sole beir of Samuel F, Gill, deceased,
George R. Herbert, $44.13.

Susannah Harris, widow of Marbury Harris, deceased, £99.18.
Powhatan Hall, $584.08.

James O'Connor, $231.48,

33{1}!511 Price, widow (remarried) of Richard Langley, deceased,

Margaret H. Root, widow of Albert L. Root, deceased, §572.27.
Charles H. Venable, $245.25.
George F. Mathieson, $199.37.
Nora C. Butler, widow of John H. Butler, deceased, $166.735.
Hannah Cook, widow of William H. Cook, deceased, $63.83.
John Lanham, $249.32.
Albert A. Leavy, $45.00.
John D. Simpson, $336.85.
Henry J. Phelps, $285.08.
John Cooney, $1.18.
Almedia Gardiner, widow of James Gardiner, deceased, $110.42.
Josephine Williams, widow of George A. Williams, deceased, $175.08.
Minnie Holmes, widow of John Holmes, deceased, $130.42,
Frank Mulhall, $29.96.
Charles B, Prosperi, $35.29,
Thomas E. Rockett, $75.41.
William R. Rockett, $85.21.
Willam H. Fitzgerald, $201.92,
Thomas A. Ellis, $§261.84,
Virginia Locke, widow of Willlam P, Locke, deceased, $174.65.
John W. Wood, $217.77.
James F. Byrne, $35.69.
Catherine H. A. Smith, widow of Samnel M. Smith, deceased, $37.49,
Ann M. Clark, widow of Joshua Clark, deceased, $10.
Julia Coxen, widow of Millard F. Coxen, deceased, $50.28,
Indiana Fe n, widow of Willlam C. Ferguson, deceased, $20G4.83,
William FI. Johnson, $361.40,
Valentine Connor, $70.106.
Ella Rebecca Landstreet,
Ing, deceased, $178.48,
Georgeanna Better, widow of Willlam H, Better, deceased, $060.52,
Henry Lowry, $217.62,
Susie B. Sears, executrix of Henry Kelley, deceased, $490.02,
William . Peake, $91.72.
John Edwin Simms, $438.34.
Nellle Anderson, widow of Dallas Anderson, deceased, $211.58.
Bamuel H. Wilkerson, £79.G8,
Jacob L. Bright, $251.43.
Jerome C, Hutton, $107.92.
Bé.%nra V. Hutchinson, widow of James I. Hutchinson, deceased,

3.
Daniel Allman, $239.063,
James Allman, $145.00.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 12, to in-
gert :

To the following-named persons (representing 30 clalms) the follow-
Ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Richard Emmons and others against the United States. for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Washington Navy
Yard, namely :

Richard Emmons, $425.84,

George (. Acton, $152.57.

George W. Ballinger, $182.44,

Edward R. Barbour, $192.56,

James Breast, $419.41.

George R. Cook, $407.88,

Joshua Cooksey, $331.30,

John D, Davis, $330.13.
Philip A, Delano, $337.81.
Oliver A. Emmons, $106.60,
Willlam B. Flood, $101.80.
Samuel 8. Fowler, $148.50.
Theodore Gates, $227.31.
Thomas J, Harrison, 2280.4'{.
Richard Holland, $222.68.
.‘Iu;imi T, Eardestﬁ:é $Cllllu'ls'
Willlam Kemp, .01,
William ¥, Krepps, $234.97.
Abraham Lee, §319.12,
George E. Luckett, $135.06.
William Morris, $350.98.
Willlam B. Miller, $367.28.
Charles M. Nicholson, $192.49,
John W, Reed, $242.23.
Richard Smith, $254.04,

Isaac Scott, $101.83.
John A. Smith, $194.16.
Isaac Smallwood, $80.54.

Isaac Tillman, §91.27,

Augzustus M. Warfield, ?332.99.

To Walter H. Eva B7.70.

To William Evans, $204.93,

Yo ﬁm'"“nd%mpf' iflm‘-))'ss' d Jennie E. Waddey (daughte

o Laura Waddey (widow) and Jennie E. Wadde an, T

S I on B Waaaey, Gccesced, $100.6%, SIanRRer )y Sole

To M Ikibbey Diven, daughter and sole heir of James 0. Kibbey,

decensed, $308.31.
* 7o Emma Heath, daughter and sole heir of Richard Heath, deceased,
$350.06.

§

‘widow (remarried) of Thomas Myers Down-

To Mar,
deceased,

To Mary
$427.65.

The amendment was agresd to.

The next amendment was, on page 147, beginning in line 1,
to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 41 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Willlam W. Langley and others against the United States, for pay-
ment for extra labor above the legal day of ¢ight hours at the Wash-
ington Navy Yard, namely :

ohn Buckingham, 5315.70.

Willinm Breslyn, $04.

Samuel Brown, $29.78.

Henry 8. Berkely, $203.80,

Georim Conner, $628.84.

Hamilton Cook, $241.58.

George F, Cunningham, $537.20.

James F. Cunningham, $190.35.

Mrs. F. A. Jefferis, widow of Willlam T. Jefferis, deceased, $312.38.

Catherine Hutchinson, widow of Philip Hutchinson, deceased, $64.68,

Joseph H. Lawrence, $327.70.

William €. Kellum, $07.23.

Willam W, Langley, $26.88,
$_§%Lie McK. Morgan, widow (remarried) of William Little, decensed,

LR

James G, Murray, $295.28.

James F. Manoning, $112.20.

William H. R. Martin, $186.02,

Samuel I, Miller, $118.60. =

Mary F. Morgan, widow of John T. Morgan, deceased, $316.71.

Willlam MeDermott, &404.17.

John MeNelley, $243.63.

George B. Nelson, $203.6G0.

Fred Pope, $453.12,

Benjamin Auguste, $99.43.

Betiy Brown, widow of Amon Brown,

R. J. Prather, $23.46.

Charles G. Robinson, §35?.51.

George Schaffer, Tl?.G...

Arthur H. Van Riswick, $8.28.

Luther Rcile{‘. t’;ﬁ.l'}.

William H. Talbert, i$0§.30.

Charles T. Morgan, $2B.75.

Benjamin MeCathran, $174.86.

Barbara Burgee, widow of Edward T. Durgee,

Thaddeus Shine, $122.95,

e ‘Rich i Ssra1
Geor, 5 chmon -41,
gcc- Sanderson, widow of O. Sanderson, deceased, $04.38.

hus, $203.47. 5
James Cephus, § of George W. Sheflield, dmased,sg&??_iau.

6%‘2. olénssell, daughter and sole heir of Thomas F. Russell,
. Smith, sister and sole helr of Joseph Gibson, deceased,

deceased, $200.60,

deceased, $461.10.

Alice Sheffield, widow
Mary E. Sullivan, widow of Daniel Bullivan, deceased, :
To Sussana R. Lovejoy, widow of John T. Lovejoy, deceased, $364.51.
To Ada B, Much. widow of George W. Much, deceased, §351.81.
RO Jeliam W Nehl $204.99,

o James M. O'Neill, $224.89,
To Henry S. Walter, administrator of Adam L. Rose, deceased,
06!

1.99,
o Joseph Thompson, $00.28.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 150, after line 22, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 27 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Andelina Scarf, executrix of Thomas T. Scarf, , and others
against the United States, for payment for extra labor above the legal
day of eight hounrs at the Washington Navy Yard, namely :

‘Angelina Secarf, executrix of Thomas T. Secarf, deceased, $208.20.

Wiiliam W. Chase, $107

Willlam H. Bennett, administrator of Willlam Bennett, deccased,
447.46.
! Sarah E. Robey. widow of Richard T. Robey, decensed, $10.17.
Flizabeth R. Betts, widow of William Betts, deceased, 20.48.
¥lizabeth Bladen, widow of Thomas 8. Bladen, deceascd, $33.78.
James Barker, $603.13.
George F. Waters, $626.72.
Charles ¥, Williams, $418.39.
William H. Vogelson, 0.65. ~
Margaret F. Watson, widow of William A. Watson, deceased, $249.03,
Arthur Tudge, $154.03. 3’
J. Barker. wife of Willlam H, Barker, insane, $226.15.
H. I. Meader, $263.74.
Sarah M. Sanderson, widow of I. W. Sanderson, deceased, $336.10.
Mary Boettcher, executrix of Frederick Boettcher, deceased, $417.05.
Mary I. Cissell, widow of Thomas Cissell, deceased, $196.50.
William W. Burdine, John T. Burdine, Annie Morgan, and Alfred IT.
Burdine, sole heirs of James W. Burdine, deceased, 12.75.
Hannah Langley, widow of Charles W. Langley, deceased, $422.45.
John T. Roberts, $60.69.
sther (. Nally, widow of James 8. Nally, deceased, $238.50.
s Am;\lncla E. Coates, widow (remarried) of Thomas Robey, deceased,
182.21.
Ceylon Boswell, $126.42,
Peter Bopp, $150.18. :
Emily J. Cannon, widow of Joseph Cannon, deceased, $170.18.
Sarah Kernan, executrix of Bernard Kernan, deceased, $309.39.
W. C. White, $94.90.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 153, after line 12, to
insert:

To Henry Antone, $321.80,

To Frank Swarls, $2,
1o Fred Blum,

FLORIDA.

$211.01.

To Willlam Handlon, $6.99.
To Alargaret A. Mouuéely. Annie Moangeﬁ:; Alfce Moungey, John P,
Moungey, Catherine F, it

nen, and Janie d, sole heirs of Willlam

Moungey, deceased, $14.48,
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To Lawson Turner and William Turner, jr., sole heirs-of William
Turner, deceased, $284.52.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 154, to insert:

The following-named persons (rvepresenting 14 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Frank Bond and others against the United States, for payment for
g.xtm labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Pensacola Navy

ard, namely :

Frank Bond, $136.23.

Mary ¥, Boyden, widow of Paul Boyden, deceased, $5360.76,

Allan Bush, $267.03.

E. P. Chafin, $158.01,

Benjamin Dolphin, $46.30,

Abraham Harris, $184.80,

Peter Iatcher, $224.05,

Alfred Jones, $253.77.

Johanna Massey, widow of James Massey, deeceased, $611.06.

Henry Skeet, $2090.42,

Edward Sweeney. $82.00,

John Sweeny, $294.78.

Lizzic Wheat, widow of William J. Wheat, deceased, $458.02,

Cornelia Higgins, heir at law of C. A, Higgins, deceased, $722.62,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 155, after line 6, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 22 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
John P. Capell and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of cight hours at the Pensacola Navy
Yard, 1mme!§r:

John 1'. Capell, $06.21,

Peter Carroll, $07.55.

Frank Eljah, $128.27,

A. G, Fell, $301.45.

John J. Fell, £550.28,

William Hession, $447.06.

William M. Johnson, $43.50.

Loughlin Quigley, $284.85.

Stephen M. SBearrvitt, $328.83.

Henry Smith, $600.19.

Lawson Turner, $84.25,

Hattie Davidson, widow of Gam B. Davidson, deceased, £136.50.

Matilda_Jackson, widow of Robert Jackson, deceased, $£174.035.

Bertha McDonald, widow of James A. McDonald, deceased, $1,909.87.

Isabella McLellan, widow of John MclLellan, decensed, $450.00,

Catherine J. Roy. widow of I. Roy, jr., deccased, $822.50,
q._\r.qf‘c Unger, widow (remarried) of William C. Kelly, deceasecd,
$1061.27,

Fannie White, widow (remarried) of Alfred Willis, decensed, $5390.02.

Phillip Walter Jones, G. ¥. Jones, Lee L. Jones, Maggic M. Jones,
and Ella I. Jones, sole heirs of J. W. Jones, deccased, $167.41.

Marin Robinson, William Robinson, and Louis Robinson, sole heirs of
Louis Robinson, deceased, $115.92,

Fannie S]]JJarks. Charlotte Saunders, Mary Reese, Gertrude Smith, and
Henry SBmith, sole heirs of Curtis Smith, deceased, $462,40,

Mary Bureh and Theomas . Wrighton, sole heirs of Thomas Wrighton,
decensed, £114.55.

To Clarence Marks, $87.24.

To George 'TI. Clifford, $56.26,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 157, after line 14, to in-
sert:

MASSACHUSETTS.

To the following-named persons (representing 121 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Charles Adams and others against the United States for payment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Doston Navy
Yard, namely :

Charles Adams, $343.01,

T. A. Bradford, $362.86.

Bridget A. Bailey, widow of Willlam Balley, deceased, $112.20,

James Edward Bell, Willlam Dell, and Ellen J. Dow, sole heirs of
James Bell, deceased, $759.56.

Elias Bourne, $33.

John W. Burnham, $97.03.

James D, Bateman, $125.93.

s Katherine V. Barrctt, administratrix of Danicl Barrectt, deceased,
R0O8.40.

Joshua Barker, $320.

Willinm Bentley, son of Thomas Dentley, deceased, £424.28,

Jeremiah L, Bean, $124.41,

Joshua 1'. Bushee, $319.68,

Willlam E. Bruce, $338.050,

Edward J. Baker, $81.66.

Willinm ¥, Blake, son of Willlam Blake, deccased, $591.86.

James E. Byrne, $7.80.

Lydia M. Bolster, widow of Oliver Bolster, deceased, $246.18. ~

Ella A. Bearse, administratrix of Ezra L. Hersey, deceased, $508.87.

Julia V. Buckley, daughter of John Buckley, deceased, $62.48,

Emery Ii. Curricr, §174.87.

William N. Currier, $144.506.

John_A. Cronin, $40.04.

Jos. A. Cassidy, $293.86.

John Cutler, §102.18,

Arthur B, Cassidy, $315.42,

Anne Belle Currier, daughter of Charles . Currier, deceascd, $277.18.

Wililam Crosby, $157.16.

Willlam_ W. Collier, $165.18,

Sarah J. Clarridge, widow of Frederick Clarridge, deccased, $237.52.

Richard Donahue, $206.12,

Catherine Donlary, widow of Frank Donlary, deccased, £19.50,

John Davies, $53.87.

Henry . Dwight, $100.39.

Henry Dawsor, $280.70.

Ellen Dillon, wife of James E. Dillon, demented, $284.31.

Willinm G. Ewell, executor of Augnstus Ewell, deceased, $75.65.

J. Homer Edgerly, brother of Hiram O, Edgerly, deccased, $403.80,

J. Homer Edgerly, $884.53.

Ellen Eaton, widow of George B. Eaton, deceascd, $447.54.
Danicl F. Egan, $314.40.
John L. Frishee, $614.03,
Annie Fion, widow of William Finn, deceased, $242.26.
Charlotte J. Jackson, widow of Nathan B, Jackson, $340.30,
Josiah D. Folsom, $767.44.
Edwin W. Frisbee, $103.53.
John B. Fitzpatrick, $1235.93.
James II. Finn, $423.71.
Timothy Guiney, $102.19.
John 8. Gardner, $201.87.
William I". Gillings, $77.84.
Albert 8. Greene, $483.06.
Daniel Greene, $373.74.
Alice F. Gates, daughter of Jacob Gates, deceased, §304.42,
Lewls G. Hilton, $378.41.
Henry G. Hichborn, one of the next of kin of William Iichborn, de-
ceased, $896.61.
Michael H. Hudson, $141.57.
Andrew B. Hubbard, son of Robert H. G. Hubbard, deceased, $281.40.
Thomas L. Hayes, $142.35.
Mary H. Hutchings, widow of J. Clark Hutchings, deceased, $233.20.
Peter A. Hayes, $290.42,
George R. Hobbs, $147.57.
Marcia E. Hatch, daughter of Zina 1. Webber, deceased, $110.40.
John Handrahan, $330.75. -
Sarah B. James, sister of James IIutchings, deceased, $305.590.
George W. King, $85.
George H. Kineaid, $35.31.
John A. Long, $242.02,
William W. Locke, $21.37.
Caroline M, Loring, sister of Frank E. Melvin, deceased, $113.28.
Dennis Lowney, £90.30.
Patrick Leary, $263.22,
1}V[llls.m Mahoney, jr., one of the heirs of Willlam Mahoney, deceased,
Mary A. Marrow, heir of John H. Marrow, deccased, $182.43.
Charles I'. Morris, $107.52,
James J. McAuliffe, $4.50.
Catherine Melvin, daughter of Charles Freeman, deceased, $175.04.
Theodore A. Melvin, $001.82,
Hugh P. MeNally, $88.73.
Agnes J. Musgrave, heir of Joseph Bibein, $234.36.
Charles Manser, son of Charles C. Manser, deceased, $180.21,
Mary HE. Murphy, daughter of Jeremiah Murphy, deceased, $64.11,
Anna M. McLeod, widow of James McLeod, deceased, $51.06.
Harriet M. Metealf, widow of William P, Metcalf, $240.40,
Mary A. MeCarthy, widow of Frank MeceCarthy, $49.03,
Thomas Nixon, $404.04,
John L. Nicholson, $0604.50.
Harrlet R. Newhall, widow of Thomas . Newhall, deceased, $332.27.
$3.]9=361h W. Newhall, one of the heirs of Joseph Newhall, deceased,
b i
Mary F. Overn, sister of Richard Dennis, deceased, $177.58.
Allen E. T'roctor, heir of James I". Proctor, deceased. $419.44,
Willlam Proctor, otherwise William 11, Proctor, $168.78.
t:oonfo E. I'oor, £323.65.
Charles W. Pearson, $33.705.
John M. Pitman, $48.54,
William T. Phippin, $48.76.
Abbie H. DIedrick and Susan M., C. Croshby, exccufrixes of Joseph
Tedrick, deceased, $9635.
Elizabeth M. Preble, execuirix of Jeremiah Preble, deceased, $423.88,
Augustine 8. Quinn, £125.80.
Thomas Riordan, otherwise Thomas D. Riordan, $159.74.
Edward H. Rogers, $356.21,
Joseph O. Rice, $241.76.
Fmily A. Roberts, widow of John H, Roberts, deceased, $898.93.
Thomas . Ramsey, son of James Ramsey, deceased, $246.69,
John J, Ryan, for Jeremiah J, ltgnn. demented, $128.04,
Mary Rowley, widow of Michacl Rowley, deceased, $261.47.
Benjamin Roach, $717.35.
Catherine A. Regan, widow of Cornelius F. Regan, deceased, $144.56.
Joseph 8, G. Sweatt, $258.76.
Daniel 8. Sullivan, $82.97.
s Binnche L. and Frank II. Seavey, heirs of Frank Seavey, deccased,
434.56.
Charles A. Stebbins, $297.42,
Winslow Sampson, son of Alden Sampson, deceased, $001.82,
-Bl’;’n’jamil] . Sampson, son of Benjamin 1I. Sampson, deccased,
2959
Willlam €. Sprague, $204.03,
Fred 8. Boule, son of Thomas Soule, deceased, $03.43,
Ramuel Staples, $178.01.
John M, Stockman, $304.486,
Robert A. Southworth, administrator of Alexander Southworth,
deceased, $362.11,
Charles 1I. Taylor, son of John T. Taylor, dececased, $280.03,
John Tierney, $88.75.
Constantine Towle, §935.35.
Mary M. A. Thayer, sister of Daniel J. Hurley, deceased, $370.45.
Annife E. Vincent, daughter of Joseph H. Wainwright, deccased,

B E
GGeorge T. Wiley, only heir of Benjamin D. Wlle_y. deceased, $966.23.
Frank L. Weston, administrator of Samuel F. Weston, deceeased,

$472.50.
Harriet Wilson, widow of Willinm Wilson, deceased, $753.45.
eV f ben Goff, decensed, $308.32.

Agnes V, W;_d“ nl,koed', sole heir of R
T Ward, $200.55.
S#a%?::ls.&. n\'-'rig ‘gr'.,.‘,son of Samuel A, Wright, deceased, $232.56.

John H. “'rtght.‘i 7.7L

John Yonkers, $740.81.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 168, after line 17, to insert:

To the following-named persons Jrepresenting 59 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the ease of
Mary A. F. Barry, widow of Danicl 8, Barry, deceased, and others
against the United States, for payment for extra labor above the legal
day of eight hours at the Boston Navy Yard, namely :

{tnr:.‘ . F. Barry. widow of Daniel 8. Barry, deccased, $302.10.

Elizabeth Smith, daughter, and Charles M. Black, son, of John Black,
deceased, $50

Joscph' 0. iirlggs. $T2.77.
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William B. Bothamly, $202.7
Mary L. Brown. daughter or Joszeph . Till, deceased, $273.56. -
‘“Silr;,h A. Blandin, executrix of Benjnmln A, Bluldin, deceased,
Charles E. Clark, son of Daniel Pearce Clark, deceased, $330.48.
Thomas Corley, $125.54.
'G“ci;llmm H. Cate, jr., heir at law of William H. Cate, deceased,
[l i
méﬁjﬂrs“ g‘ilrter, widow (remarried) of Alexander H. Wright, de-
Mary E. Curry, daughter of James Griffin, deceased, $100.78.
Isanc Downs, 8§25

Otis W, Dutton, son of BenJamin Dutton, deceased, $19. ST
Charles H. Frisbee, son of Henry Frisbee, deeeased, 223.0
Ellen B. Fisher, dnughter of Calvin Lewis, deceased, $257 ""'

Austena Gundlach, dau hter of Thomas J. McKenna, deceased, $15.75.
Theodore W. Goodspem;

Mary J. Gordon, daugg?hter or. Timothy J. Mahoney, deceased, $37.62.
Samuel Grant, $323

Esther Ann Hu son, daughter of Patrick Hudson, deceased, $46.06.
Joseph E. Hoey, £82.93.

Harriet N. Hanscom, widow of Alvah Hanscom, deceased, $73.62.
William P. Holmes, $105.59.

John H. Holt, $70.68.

William 'T. Ilarrls 00.43.

Mrs. C. H. Hal'per, anghter of Abraham Larkin, deceased, $1353.15.
Benjamin P. Hodgkins, $10.12

Chr szy Hsnscom widow of Samuel Willard Hanscom, deceased,

$412
widow of Gé:orge C. Hill, deceased, $77.17.

Alhclia Hill,

Alonzo H. Haynes, .5

Ellen H. Leighton, danghter of James Chambers, deceased, $35.18.

Adelphus Leavitt, $41.12,

George F. Lewis, 31286

Alice M. Lowell, daughter of Alpheus A. W. Lake, deceased, $530.56.

Alice M. Lowell, sister of Alpheus A. Lake, deceased, $218.93.
$qgl‘lggﬂw W. Mahoney, brother of George W. Mnlmney, deceased

Timothy W. Mahoney, £220.5

Timothy W. Mahnney 801 or Michael K

‘James Mullen, $126 50.

Edward A. ichonnuxh $4190.61.

George Morrison, $62.062.

George . McConnell, son of William McConnell, deceased, $112. 59.

Florence Gertrude Magee, granddaughter and sole heir of James A.

German, deceased, $183.
daughter of John Mongan, deceased, $77.03.

hrldgot McNult
Terence T. Me
Louisa 8. Nash, wldow of Wllllam H. Nash, deceased, $272.90,
Julin Ryan, widow of Michael Rgnn deceased, $33.02.
Addie R. Rice, widow of Benjam n Rice, deceased, $83.62,
Matthew Redmond $1r % 0
David L. Rigtgej 11.86.
Alexander A 1 $80.10.

e }I{ai}m&l F. Swain, xmuddaughter of Thomas Dunham Rice, deceased,
»
AMary A, C. Smith, daughter of George Golbert, deceased, $87.37.
John D, Sanborn, 620090
lnzene 8. Bullivan, brother of Humphrey J. Bullivan, deceased,

( hnrlee E. Stone, $TS B2,

George Short, $191.68

Eungene 8. Sullivan, $41.62.

Minnie Swett, daughter of James L. Willlams, deceased, §465.92.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 173, after line 17, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 24 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Alfred D. Bulloek and others against the United States, for payment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Boston Navy
Yard, namely :

Alfred D. Bullock, S‘?‘!"’Il.

Joseph F. Bakers $210.77.

John (‘lnrk, $£142.64.

Wiltiam M. Carr, hflﬂ:

Winslow L. Crafts, $371.87.

Charles H. Crocker, $330.83,

Samuel Dwight, luﬂﬁ 02.

Johin Flynn, $400.9

$..x .44,

K. Mahoney, deceased, sBQ.;U.

John F. Gilmore,

Henry G. Hichborn, $34‘) 93.

Patrick Marrow, £171

Eben P. Oakes, $126. a"J

Joseph Ililov $418.590,

Willlam I'. Raymond, $381.44.

Jennie A. Sawyer, widow of Jefferson Sawyer, deceased, $281.87.

George D). V. Bmith, %35,

Chester l't Streeter, $488.10,

George K. Sawyer, $315.43.

Albert Sawyer, $473.135.

Samuel J. Cochran, S-i-t-_ﬁ?

William H. Rigby, $905.78.

Willlam N. Winter, $166.66.

Jolin Ward, §57.75.

George H. Young, $02.81,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 175, after line 19, to insert:

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

To the following- nnmeﬂ rgons (representing 11 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, ound by the Court of Claims in the case of
Hannabl J. Adams, widow of Augustus H. Adams, deceased, and others
against the United States, for payment of extra labor above the legal
day of eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy Yard, namely :

iiannnﬁ J. Adams, widow of Augustus H. Adams, deee,ase;], $87.75.

George Beal, $8.14.

Charles 8. Hobbs, 8“90 83.

Alfred H. Hook,

Btacy G. \lonn 3 AH

Susan Y. Perry, widow of Willlam H. Perry, deceased, $171.49,

Sarah-A. ']rnfl:'theu, widow (remarried) of Benjamin 'E. Seawurd de-
ceased, $685.40

Rose A. B‘E_inney, widow of Willlam M. Spinney, deceased, $312.03,
Mary A. Willey, widow of Joseph Willey, deceased, $2 .93,

Ivan L. Meloon, Slﬁ‘! 10

Fred A, Moore, $231,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 176, after line 23, fo insert:

To the fo]lowinF -named persons (regresentlng 182 claims) the follow-
Ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims In the case of
Nathan F. Amee and others against the United Smteebror payment for
?tm labor above the legal day ef eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy

ard

Nathan F. Amee, $396.75.

George A. Adams and Stephen
doceased. $365.538

Stephen B. Adams, $04.74.
ﬂalsaég Jane Anderson, widow of Montgomery Anderson, deceased,

George P. Abbott, $132.

George R. Adams, $166.12,

Levi Brlard, S-l()? 75,

Lorenzo T. Burlmm. $110.-u

Walter Ball, $364

James Boardman, $4
sz?élfft F. Billings, admmlstrator of Frederick A. Billings, deceased,

Hannah A. Briard, widow of Robert Briard, deceased, $486.63.

Charles Bowden, $2.8

George D. Boulter, S

Juhn Bal!, and Ida A. Bennett, sole heirs of John R,

Ball, deceased, $23

Mrs. A. F. Ball, Mrs N. 8. Perry, and Mrs. E. G. Wright, heirs of
M[chael C. Leary, ‘deceased, $107.12.
Mary Bright, widow of John Brlght deceased, $31.33.
:Eiyamtn F. Bunker, Suﬁ 5l
John S. Bennett, $553.
Charlotte B. Betton. ﬁidnw of Thornton Betton, deceased, $160.02.
Eben ¥, Brackett, $128.06.
John Ball, $310.07.
Elizabeth Brown. widow of Frank 8. Brown, deceased, $130.12.
Mary Brown, Mrs. A. T. Hackett, Mrs, A. C. Plummerﬁgnd Mrs.

E. Adams, heirs of Albert J. Adams,

‘llal'tll]:l{ sole heirs of Franklin K. Brown, deceased, $155

Anna A. Brooks, widow of James Brooks, deceased, $002.00.

Levi M. Brool ImiPQ‘i

J. Mahlon Bickford, Albert T. Bickford, Louise II. Brown, and
Zashews V. Bickford, sole heirs of Joshua Bickford, deceased, $247.91,

Jacob B. Burns, $28.25.

Jacob B. Burns, sole helr of Ezekiel Burns, deceased, $63.75.

Moses G, Berry, §224.5

Toblas E. Bu $840 G 3
John W. (‘hlckerlng, 396.05. >
Charles W. Coleman, $170.25,
George A. Clough, Arthur B. Clough, Rolanﬂ £ Clough and Florenca
J. Clough sole heirs of Elijah Clough, deceased, $345. 's'o

Martha E. Cottle, widow of Oliver Cottle, deceased $10
Mary Jane Curtis, widow or Moses . urﬂs, deceased, $205 02,

Bamuel H. Chauncey, $1568.
Ann E, Colley, widow of Wil]la.m B. Colley, deceased, $413.47.
Charles C. D 198.69.

Lavinia M. Di:on, widow of William M. Dixon, deceased, $172.87.
Margaret E. Danne, widow of John W, Danne, deceased ssn 30.
Leland W. Davis, Bhl;ie? B. Davis, and Lemuel T. Davis, sole heirs of

Lemuel T. Davis, decea .B0.
Thomas . ﬁueker and George H. Ducker, sole heirs of Robert
Ducker, deceased, $312
William T. Entwlstle. SlOo 02,
George B, Frost, $109.23
Joseph B. Fletcher, $569.2
Walter P. B‘iumn.urice. Su 62
Henry I‘erna!d. $1 .n
Frank A. Fagan, §
Howard 8, risbte. 8312 43,
William_F. Fc‘:’ye and Ada F. Foye, sole heirs of Stephen J. Fo:e.
ceased, $204.9

Emma D. Flage, widow of John H. Flagg, deceased, $338.07.
George W. Foote, $190.68,
William J. Frost, $56.31.
Dennis Flynn, $54.22,
Josinh Femaid, otherwts« J’oslah W. Fernald, $49.87,
Oliver G. Fern ‘;
8. Elizabeth Fernal widow of Willlam A. Fernald, deccased, $642.40.
Levi L. Goodrich, $429.65.
George W, Green, .111 4.:.
.Totm A. George, $551.23.
wis B. Gerrish, $328.30.
John Glover, $647.03.
Lizzie L. Gatchell, widow of Jessie H. Gatchell, deces.sed $|9 87.
Mary O. Gray, widow of Walter S. Gray, deceased $257.6
George A. Genthner, $102.28,

Charles L. Glines, $2'§08
Mary D. Goodspeed, widdw of Burbank 8. Goodepeed deceased $327.
Mary E. Goss, widow of Altre Goss, deceased, $81
Josephine Gardner, widow of W uliam H. l_aardner. deceased $126.37.
George H Hayes, $351.53.
nl:liza H. Hanscom, widow of Jackson A. Hanscom, deceased,
Freeman Hurd $158.47.
Lucinda A. Hayes, widow of Charles H, Hayes, deceased, $190.26,
Ira Hanscom, $164.02.
. Dwight Hanscom auﬂ Albert H. Hanscom, executors of Nathanilel
Hanscom, decea: 152.01.
snﬁa{ﬁamt 3ot Bumphreys, widow of George Humphreys, deceased,
Mary A. ﬂcrse{l widow of George L. Hersey, deceased, $63.20,
Mabel Idella guardinn of Roy C, I’hilbrick, sole heir of
Robert 8. Phiibr[ek. deceased, $246.06.
Samuel M. { 204,94,
Walter S. Jsc son and Ernest Jackson, two of the heirs of Zina H.
Jackson, deceased, $391.59.
$n2¥3|— William 8. Jackson. widow of Willlam 8. Jackson, dcceased,
Joseph P. Jenkins, §1.9 14,
James M. Knapp, $680.49.

de
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Joseph Keen, $£107.20. ;

Ira U, Keen, §75.10. .

Willis E. Keen, $181.08.

Flmer H. McKenney, $170.38. :

Henjamin Keen, $317.82.

Harry M. Kimball and Mrs. George W. Smith, sole heirs of Charles .
Kimball, deceased, $2006.12.

Catherine Killoran, sole heir of James Mahoney, deceased, $162.53

Charles J. Lydston, $250.47. e

Isaac H. Lambert, $343.48. Sell -\

Adam Lutts, $584.50. /

Willinm H. Lovell, $729, ?

Charles Lowd, otherwlse Frank Lowd, £60.72.

Maria M. Lowd, widow of Horace 8. Lowd, deceased, $209.75.

Winfield 8. Lord, $337.95.

James C. Lydston, 3409.50.

Alfred M. Lang, £360.50. S

Ellen A. Lewis, widow of Thomas Lewis, deceased, $126.

John O. Langley, $387.09,

Elizabeth Mason Leary, sole heir of Daniel Mason, deceased, $191.60.

F. Josephine Lombard, Henry A. Lombard, Ellzabeth L. Moon, and
AMary L. Shannon, sole heirs of Henry Lombard, deceased. $39.75.

Frank H. Lewis, Arthur H. Lewis, George W. Lewis, Emma L. Carr,
Wentworth Lewis, Fred Lewis, Maud L. Foge, Harry I. _Lewis, and
Bydney Lewis, sole heirs of Reuben Lewis, deceased, $235.17.

James: 8. Lawry, $86.13.

Ellen Lowd, widow of Edwin Lowd, deceased, $55.93.

Lemuel Melntire, $78.02. ‘. 17298

John I). Medcalf, administrator of IHenry Knight, deceased, $670.75.

Oliver B. Moody, $71.92,

George AManent, $883.06.

Daniel W, Marden, $647.87. =

Ilarriet N. Moore, widow of Moses D. Moore, deccased, $820.85,

Benjamin F. Martin, $325.

Alberc H. Moody, $16.70.

Albert Manson, $25.6G4,

1-‘mhnk 3l;lcmr-?, d]I:nu:lslg Ea( tllir.lnson, and Blanche V. ITull, sole heirs
of John Moore, deceased, 9.43.

Catherine G. Nutter, widow of William I. Nutter, deceased, $137.13.

Martha J. Noyes, widow of William F. Noyes, deceased, $931.16,

Martha A. Nealley, widow of Edwin C. Nealley, deceased, $706.20.

Mark Nason, $213.85. i

Edward E. Otis and James O. Otis, sole helrs of Willlam AL Otis,
dmi.ouscd;‘ 5%‘1{181.80. 19898

“hen N. orne, $128.25.

Eileen BE. Obrey, administratrix of Benjamin Smith, deceased, §$109.97,

LIk 0ol SRS

saac H. M. Pray, $210.24. 2

Isaac H. M. Prag.' one of the heirs of James B. I'ray, deceased, $77.37.

Walter [’]l}}lli‘rtllck, $$3}3_1é'17

John K. nkham 7.87.

Fred J. l‘illshury.' one of the heirs of Samuel H. Pillsbury, deceased,

732.24, ]
4 Mary E. Palfrey, administratrix of Hanson Hoyt, deceased. $127.34.

Gieorge R. Palfrey, Harry B. Palfrey, Willlam H. Palfrey, Robert R.
Palfrey, and I. Miller Paifrey, sole heirs of Willlam W. Palfrey, de-
ceased, $361.93. L

Benjamin F. PPowell, Willlam Powell, and Mrs. Harry M. Kimball,
sole heirs of Benjamin Powell, deceased, $253.97. B

AMary 1. Parker, widow of Pierce Parker, deceased, $301.75.

Annie E. Prior, widow of Warren Prior, deceased, $3535.25.

Sarah A. Paul, wigg‘;'got John A. Paul, deceased, $392.84,

Thomas I'rior, $290.49. 4

Mary E. Paul, i‘idow of Franklin N. Paul, deceased, £170.25.

Fliza A. Parks, widow of George L. Parks, deceased, $385.50.

Daniel II. Plaisted, Ellen O. Littlefield, James 8. Plaisted, Fronie R,
Colby, George E. Plaisted, Sarah E. Batting, Mark R. Plaisted, and
Annie M. Bingham, sole heirs of Mark R. Plaisted, deceased, $471.39,

Kdwin D. Rand, executor of Albert H. White, deceased, $345.20.

Joseph . Remick, $170.63.

Sarali A. Richardson, widow of James W. Richardson, deceased,
£207.63.

Alaria Nand, widow of Reuben Rand, deceased, $329.25.

1-"1?ank Remick, executor of John Remick, deceased, $379.87.

Walter C. Rogers, sole helr of John H. ﬁugers deceased, $590.68.

floward E. Spinney, one of the heirs of Samuel H. Spinney, deceased,
£126.

Toward E. Spinney, $122.83.
{\'lllard Spiml:alay. otherwise Willard T. Spinney, $280.41,

Hervey E. Beaward, $66.33.

Willlam Shields, §1.03. i

AMary E. Shermnn.s :r‘iglow of Eli Sherman, deceased, $583.44.

yeorge Stiringer, 78.

(ﬁior}g S;%lvnncg wtdowsdo; ﬁmrmh L. Spinney, deceased, $232.06.

Geor, . Stillson, $52.11.

I\'Ieaﬁ-lyga& Spinney, widow of Sylvester Spinney, deceased, $163.

Mary Salmon, widow of Thomas Salmon, deceased, $286.81.

Margaret L. Strin er, widow of William Stringer, deceased, $261.04.

1da Estelle Shac ‘ey and SBusie H. Bhackley, sole heirs of George

ckley, deceased, $324.
mjlﬁiukm th B. Swain, widow of John D. Swain, deceased, $301.87.
¥Frank Sides, admlniislrstor of Robert C. Bides, deceased, $286.61.

Morris Tobin, $55.21.

Ernest C. Tobc?, Winfield L. Tobey, and Edgar L. Tobey, sole heirs of
Meshach Tobey, deceased, $130.37.

Edwin Underhill, $177.43.

Thomas J. F. Varrell, $452.25. =

Clement M. Waterhouse, sole heir of James A. Waterhouse, deceased,

37771 5
3 Charles A. Wendall, $005.62.

Clement Waterhouse, $244.32,

Heuben Worster., $58.50.

Asa Wilson, $38.43,

Warren P. Webster, $21.G65.

John R. Wentworth, £310.99.

George A. Willlams, $280.46.

Lorenzo Witham, otherwise Lorenzo D. Witham, $113.00.

John Wood, $454.50,

George 8. Weleh, $2.01,

Daniel 1. Wendell, $211.64.

Emma E. Young and Fred C. Young, sole heirs of Charles E. Young,
deceased, $352.88., i

John E. Yeaton, $205.00.
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John E. Yeaton, one of the heirs of Benjamin Yeaton, deceased, 37

cen
‘Fred C. Young, Emma_ E. Young, and Clara W. Bennett, sole heirs
of Charles Lane, deceased, $18.48.

$0!;3;1‘:‘|31 P, Yeaton, sole heir of Nathaniel W. Yeaton, deceased,
-t 4y

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was to insert, beginning with line 1,
page 193, the following:

To the following-named persons {representing 12 claims) the follow-
In_g sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Willinm A. Ashe and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy
Yard, namely: .

William A. Ashe, $401.37.

Ivah R. Davis, $111.98,

. Randall, 5142..’:5.

Charles H. Rowe, $201.96.

John Walton, $201.16.

Mirlam W. Adams, widow of Daniel Adams, deceased., $162.75.

Emma L. Caswell, widow of Perry Caswell, deceased, 68,20,

Lols J, Howell, widow of John 8. Howell, deceased, $457.67.

Annie F. Rich, widow of Robert 1. Rich, deceased, $230.02

Cedric C. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Noel Campbell, Lucy Camptell,
nng I}'E:‘t:‘lzrilI b}%lllsd. so!le ht;ai;-s of g_?ltliimnielll Ci:)mpbell. deceased, $204.51,

. Rand, sole heir o am II. Deverson, deceased, $83.23

Charles F. Goodwin, $87.29. LR s

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 194, after line 8, to insert}

To the following-named persons (representing 38 claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the easo
of Sylvester L. Backus and others against the United States, for pay-
ment for exira labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Iorts-
e W B ey e, Ball

seorge W. Balley an arles T. ey, sole heirs of b Bailey
deceased, $106.80." * ok Acten o

Sylvester L. Backus, $39.75.

l(::: ar’!e!’sRH].3 Besse!len;‘e.bssz.f.‘s. :
arrie R. Bragden an man T. Pray, sole h rles T. P
decgaseid, RSS;-;.G 5 ¥ ¥, eirs of Cha Pray,

arrie R. Bragden and Lyman T. Pray, sole heirs of Peter Pray, de-

ceased, $175.87. x = s
George Campbell, Alice Cam})bell Stevens, and Helen Campbell Ricker,

sole heirs of Thomas Campbell, deceased, $44.91.

Oscar L. Collum, gole heir of George H. Collum, deceased, $44.55.
ﬂ%‘{.rg.o M. E. Critchley, widow (remarried) of John A. Yeaton, deceased,

Lizzie A. Cram, Lydia P. Lowell, and Eliza W. Hoyt, sole heirs of
Josiah W. Hussey, deceased, $96.60, A

Pender Davis, $87.

Richard Davidson, Elizabeth J. Davidson, Elizabeth 8. Jenness, James
é);g}}d;on. and Deborah Currier, sole heirs of James Davidson, deceased,

John J. Downes, $33.

Agnes Emery, widow of J osoﬁh H. Emery, deceased, $224.08,

George W. i‘rech, Ruth E. Burns, Anna T, Ham, and Sadie B.
Schurman, sole heirs of Joseph T. French, deceased, $367.23,

Ezra M. Goodwin, $121.71,

Susan O. Green, widow of Charles B. Green, deceased, $255.37.
Wll::ll'izabel;h I\E' GllInImn, .'éenanlfq L. Grl%del}‘t'ed SaAr:ll:tN L. Quackenbush,

am H. Noyes, Howar . Noyes, an 3 . Noyes, sole heirs of

Willlam H. Noyes, deceased, $370,50. .) ’

SS{T:glio‘iine Bird Hammond, widow of Henry Clay Hammond, deceased,
Amanda M. Jellison, widow of Alvah Jellison, deceased, £218.88.
Samuel H. Kin?:bury, $262.00.

Ira C. Keene, $75.16.

Clara I. Lewis, widow of Enoch Lewis, deceased, $3.50

Julia A. Moses, widow of A D. Moses, deceased, $378.27.

Addie F. Marks, widow of Frank L. Marks, deceased, $304.12,

Ida F. Neal, sole heir of Daniel B. Neal, deceased, $82,12,

Moses Plummer, $544.27.

Mary L. Quinn, widow of Stephen H. Quinn, deceased, $417.
H%:&lggh M. Ford Rowe, sole heir of James Edgar Ford, deceased,

ALLS

Rebecca Y. Raltt, widow of Daniel G. Raitt, deceased, $566.70.

Frederick A. Staples, Thomas F. Stag!es. and Calvin I1. Staples, sole
helrs of Thomas Staples, decezsed, $420.37.

Frank W. Smith, $123.16,

Willard Sears, $284.74.

Samuel Taylor, $438.40.

Henry Wallace, ﬁ12950

Mrs, Jesse N. Wilson, widow of Jesse N. Wilson, deceased, $181.50.

Lucy Whalley, widow of Edmund Whalley, deceased, $267.81.

George '\-Voo(i;, $257.92,

George H. Young, §40.50,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to insert, beginning at the top of
page 198, the following:

To the following-named Persons (representing 26 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Robert B. Billings and others against the United States, for payment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Portsmouth
Navy Yard, namely :

Robert B. Billings, $274.83.

Franklin H. Bond, $201.40,

William H. Brown, $516.06,

William C. Bray, $271.15.

Isaac H. Farr, 342!:3.00.

Henry H. Ham, $500
Albert Hanscom, $46.17.

James M. Jarvis, $379.54.
Thomas L. Jose, $388.06.
Michael E. Long, $308.90,
Frank E. Lawry, $78.49,
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Brackett Lewls, $45.18.

Willlam W. Locke, $§228.56.

Walter N. Meloon, $166.81.

George W. Muchmore, $810.34,

Chrlsto%her Remick, $117.16.

Edwin D, Rand, $295.89.

Augustus Stevenson, $917.60.

(}cor‘ge E. Stdckpole, flso.ﬂﬂ.

William H. Wilson, $191.55.

Benjamin F. Winn, $224.90.

Augustus 8. Zara, $420.75. 2

Joseph A. Meloon and Charles O, Meloon, executors of Nathaniel L.
Meloon, deceased, $471.30.

Charles Stewart, $349.90.

The amendment was agreed to. =
The next amendment was, on page 200, after line 7, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing nine claims) the fol-
towing sums, respectlvc{iy. as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of George W. Brown and others against the United States, for gayment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours, at the Portsmouth
Navy Yard, namely :

George W. Brown, $33.75.

John L. Emery, $257.62.

Mary Mozart, widow of William J. Mozart, deceased, $77.43.

Joseph B. Remick, $257.02.

Timothy Trafton, 45.48,

William P. Titcomb, $78.

Rhasa Perkins, $5.82.

Thomas J. Pettigrew, $420.

Alexander N. Perry, $514.25,

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 201, after line 3, to insert:
© To the following-named persons (representing 17 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
John W. Knight and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours, at the Portsmouth Navy
Yard, namely :

John W. Knight, $450.37.

Ruth A. Kuse, widow of Joseph Kuse, deceased

Charles M. Prince, son of Charles M. Prince, d

Nathaniel Bowden, $54.34.

Dennis M. Bha!)lelgh, $425.25.

Horace Mitchell, son of Reuben Mitchell, deceased, $251.70.

John R. Dinsmore, $5006.46.

George 0. Athorne, son of Oliver Athorne, deceased, $13.12,

Fred Splnney, $34.40.

Thomas E. Wilson, heir of Joseph D. Frost, deceased, £310.78.

Mabel J. Morse, danghter of P. Wentworth, deceased, $554.80.

Emily J. Morse, widow of William Morse, deceased, $98.905.

Mary 8. Wileox, widow of Theodore Wilcox, deceased, $633.42

George 0. Wilson, $382.560,

James R. Philbrick, $243.55.

Willlam F. Pinkham, $611.81.

C. H. Staples, $285.50,

To Holman Marr, $£106.12.

To Charles L. Duncan, $169.57.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 202, after line 21, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing e_ifht claims) the fol-
lowing sums, res'pectlvcl}‘. as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Edward II. Norton and others against the United States, for pay-
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Ports-
mouth Navy Yard, namely : S

Edward H. Norton, 52 0.74.

John W. Bickford, $130.35.

John Flanigan, $330,64,

BEdwin A. Duncan, $188.76.

Charles K. Whitehonse, $461.

George F. Tobey, $57.25. .

Edward E. Mclntire, $204.31,

J. Mahlon Bickford, $514.39.

The amendment was agreed_to.

The next amendment was, on page 203, after line 18, to insert:

FEW YORK,

To the following-named persons (representing 21 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims In the case of
Hans Anderson and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn Navy
XYard, namely : —

Hans Anderson, $4.32.

William B. Burlingame, £20.12.

John W. Buckley, $189.32.

William H. Bulmer, §18.

Anthony J. Bommer, $112.23,

Dantlel Coffey, $33.90.

Willinm Ford, $93.88. N

AMlichael Halloran, $341.95.

2Rcbecm E. Jansen, one of the heirs of Isaac Wallack, deceased,

T6.06.

. Mary Raulston B. Johnston, one of the heirs of Samuel Raulston,
deceased, $232.81.

Maria L. Lane, one of the heirs of John Scott, deceased, $119.87.

James Norton, $65.23.

Ilumphreﬁ H. Owens, $42.45. |

Isaac A. Rose, administrator of Isaac A. Rose, deceased, $146.37.

Isnac Alonzo Rose, $15.30.

Leon Ridoux, $9.18.

Robert J. Ross, one of the heirs of Robert J. Ross, deceased, $20.10.

Everett W. Sharkey, one of the heirs of Alexander Sharkey, deceased,

TERHIR
Charles H. Totten, $312.40,
Poter Watson, $88.15. i
Elizabeth M. Clark, Annie Malloy, and Annie Kenney, heirs of Patrick
Kenney, deceased, 45 cents,
To Nicholas A. Brooks, $136.32.

The amendment was agreed to.

$308.74.
eceased, $306.12,

XLIX—10

The next amendment was, on page 205, after line 16, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 13 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims In the case of
George W. Brown and others against the United States, for payment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn
Navy Yard, namely :

George 'W. Brown, $422.96.

Richard Dezendorf, $158.27,
Peter Doyle, $217.26.
Manuel Glass, $7.72.
Willilam Hamilton, $179.17.
Rodger Howard, $201.93.

Aundrew Kane, ¥292.45.

Patrick MecNamara, $74.04.

William Phipps, jr.. $131.69.

John R. Powers, imd&ﬁ.

John Raunscher, $183.68.

Joseph Sands, $307.43.

Elizabeth Tyson, widow of Peter Tyson, deccased, $03.84.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 206, after line 19, to insert:

To the following-named persons frelgresent!ng five claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the ease
of William I. Buckley and others against the United States, for pn{-
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brook-
Ilyn Navy Yard, namely :

William L. Buckley, $121.27,

John Dwyer, $385.50.

James Palmer, $99.32,

Mary M. Parent, widow of David Parent, deceased, $185.56

Helen L. Burnett, George 8. Burneit, and Mary 0. Powles,
of Joseph Burnett, deceased, $424.03.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 207, after line 10, to insert:

To the following-named persons (representing 14 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims the case of
John H. Burtis and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn Navy
Yard, na mclﬁ:

John H. Burtis, $3406.29.

Cornelius Bennett, $332.80,

William Croft, $95.13.

Joseph Clyne, $150.03.

Jacob Callas, $66.75.

James A, Driver, $379.80.

Welllngton Griffith, $58.22,

George W. Heald, $181.34,

James Hepenstall, $905.10.

George B. Heald, $433.77.

John Knight, $245.80.

Edward Northup, $278.47.

John D. Post, $290.92.

Patrick H. White, §71.59.

To Clarkson V. Hendrickson, $35.06.

To Jasper Chisholm, $86.21.

To John T. R. Mearns, $217.17.

To Richard Rollins, $145.81.

To Mary E. Hare, widow of John E. Hare, deccased, $128.90.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 209, after line 4, to insert:

PENNEYLVANIA,

To the following-named persons (representing 19 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Christopher Alexander and others against the United Btates, for pay-
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the League
Island Navy Yard, namely :

Christopher Alexander, $374.83.

Albert O, Chamberlain, $24.94,

David Cralg, $29.87.

William Coates, $573.91.

Daniel H. Chattin, $401.09.

Josephine Cramp, widow of Martin C. Cramp, deceased, $186.00.

Thomas Denney, $24.60.

John J. Garrity, 3270.14,

John B. Grover, jr., $225.81,

Willlam Lynn, $184.60.

George W, Margerum, $269.43,

Theodore Mitchell, $274.G0,

Joseph W. Meyers, $1.87,

John H. Pettit, $421.81,

Robert Pogue, $01.75.

James Spear, $996.76.

Edward T. Weaver, $§447.37.

Thomas R. Walters, $247.69.

George A. Zirnberg, $455.13.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 210, after line 20, to
insert :

To the following-named persons (representing 35 clalms) the follow
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Conrt of Claims in the case
Sanford Bilyen and others against the United States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the League Island
Navy Yard, viz: N

Sanford Bilyen, $555.62,

Harry Davenport, $370.83.

Thomas P, F 38.6

Charles P." Grice, $237.47,

Francis Grice, $149.01.

Henry Hockery, $1106.30.

Joseph Magilton, $13.47.

George W. Mahorn. $68.01.

Daniel McCall, $370.09,

Charles P, Montﬁ;}mm-y. $433.01.

John A, Newcomb, $3106.31,

Richard I1. O'Donnell, $503.71.

Edward B. Packer, $438.50.

sole lLieirs
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John H. Redfield, $412.69.
Peter A. Blote, 521 82
Mary' A, Corlmry. widow of John: Corka , deceased, 3385 08.
Lizzie C. Land, widow of George M. deeeased. 6.67.
Eleanor F. Martin, widew: of rge 8. Martin, demuned,BgT[) .53,
Lols Room, widow of Benjamin A Room, d
Annle H. Sheer, widow of John § deceased, 543
Elizabeth Smith, widow of John Bm!tﬁ deceased, 8804.30
- Margd' J. sQumttm and Lizzie 8. Horner, 'sole heirs of Nathan D, Room,
eceas
Peter A. Blote, George W. Slote, Mamie Slote, Lidle Lutz, Andrew
;‘1;?3"88 and Danicl Wells, sole heirs of Franklin 8. Wells, deceased,

d
Peter A. Slote, George W. Slote, Mamie Slote, Lidle Lutz, Andrew
TWells, and Daniel Wells, sole he!rs ot Frank W ells, deceased $52.20,
Willlam C. Besselievre, ;r f
Sidney I. Bessellevre, 3
Parry T. McCurdy, S“ 6.96,
Harry C. Scott, $68.58
Chs;:d es I' t.rlce and Franels Grice; sole heirs of Francis B. Grice,
{ulyoir]
\ﬁ"l.lllam C Bemlievre administrator of John A. Besselievre, deceased,

George G. Cressey, $217.32,

Edwin Philiips, $455.8¢,

Ida Hoffacker, Susie A. Antrim, Margaret Meager, Fannle Fort,
Harry "lsntum Elmer Tantum, Fred Tantum, and Walter Tantum, sole
heirs of Il’enry N. Bennett, deceased, 34575,3.

Emily Powell, ‘widow of George PowelI deceased. $224.70.

Mary A. Dunn, Rebecca Patterson, Blizabeth Hunter, and William C.
Darnes, sole heirs of Frederick B. Barnes, $132.36.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 214, after line 5, to insert:

To the rollowlng-namul Persons (representlng 15 claims) the follow-
ing sums, res 5 nd by the Court of Claims in the case of
Francis B. Black an others agninst the United States, for the pa{ment
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the League Island
Navy Yard, na

Franeis B. H!ané $404.21,

Arthur F. Corgee, £333.43.

Harry L. Davles, $|291

Harry L. Davies nnd John M. Davies, jr., sole heirs of John AL
Davies, deceased, $898.

Samuel B. Edwards, SG-i 81.

George Hunter, $.J-i

Willlam Kinsley, $2 '!6 66.

Mary A, McKay, widow of John MeKay, deceased, $137.

!Inrr M. Mitchell and Margaret W, E ppright, sole heirs or Charles B.
Mitehell, deceased. ;.)!4 46,

Simon M cIlbare, $505.14.

George H Pattison, $79.07.

“’nlter 8. Rick, sole heir of George Rtick, deceased, $409.95.

David 8. Scott, $337.88.

Frederick Uber, $113.81.

Joseph Vile, $240.16.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 215, after line 16, to insert:

To the following-named Pmons (repre&enting 30 claims) the follow-
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of
Jacob M. Davis and others against the United: States, for payment for
extra labor above the legal day of eight Hours at the League Island
Navy Yard, namely :

Jacob M. Davis, 30901

\\lll.lam . Day,

Sa Galil; wldow or Willlam Gail, deceased, $13.40.

!Jllmheth v Mltdm!t. widow of George W. 1tchell, deceascd, §

George W. Mager, one of the heirs of Adam Efn eoeased $101 03

Alcana Wilkinson, otherwise Kane Wilkinson, $256.5

Bc‘nja.ml.n L. Berry, $131.90.

William H. Beidman, .n .25,

William W llmn. $437.0

Harry M. Mitchell, $.2812

Martha L. Roberts, widow of John 8. Roberfs, deccased, $441.81,

James Schonler, $307.

Catherine Trinkle, executrix of David Irelan, deceased, $423.31.

John Sexton, $101 19.

‘Anna D. Benner, widow of James Benner, deceased, $210.41.

George W. Clothler, $422.5

Edwin W. Dougi:crty gan rolis as Edward Dougherty), $328.37.

James In

Andrew J, Keyser, jr., $428.06.

Sarah M. I\e\scr, widow of Andrew J. Keyser, sr., deceased,

Emily R. McCalla, widow of Frank L. McCalla, deceased $4IJ

Andrew B. Doebler, $861.41,

Charles Ewing, $07.47.

Robert C. Kochersperger, $165.9

Jennle Mccmm, widow of John A AMecCalla, deceased, $164.67.

Willlam H. Rihl 8-1‘3'5 25.

Aaron F. Stull, §07.93

Samuel J. Shannon,

John H. Silbert, 514

John Virden, $003.5

To Caroline
$481.22,

To Edward McCann, $84.98.

81906.

301 65.

To Ellznbeth Biegfried, widow (remarried) of Robert Serro, deceased, |

$279.5
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 218, after line 18, to |

insert:
RHODE ISLAND.

To the following-named persons (repmantlnr% four at.:l!nims) ttl}!: fol- |

as found by the Co

lowing sums, respectively,
‘others against. the United Btntm:, for

of George A. Brown an payment

for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the naval torpedo

station, Newport, namely :
George A. Brown, $201.1
Mary C. Butts, widow of hoah Dutts, déceased, $388.10,

Flomernlt. widow of George W. Flomerfelt, deceased, |

Jacob C. Chase, §4.47.

Thomas Twigg, $217.80.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 210, after line 7, to insert:

VIRGINTA.

To the following-named persons i] representing four claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case
of Mary Beasley, widow of Mordecai Beasley, deceased, and others
agﬂinst the United States, tor ?nsmeut for e:tm lnbm' above the legal
da ot t hours at the Norfolk mely
. Beasley, widow of Mordeca Beasley. aeeensed. $64.84.

Peter Gnlllllee. $17.63.
Sarah Richardson, wtdow of Noah Richardson, deceased, $130.18.
Albert B. West, $39.

The amendment w: as agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 219, after line 20, to insert:
To the following-named: persons (representing 33 claims) the follow-

ing' sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in: the case of
George W. Boushell and others against the United States, for ment
of extra ]abor above the legal day of eight hours at the Norfolk Navy

Yard, namely :
f‘eorgc Beushell, $121.13.
John T. Brown, $72.76.
William T. Boole, $122.25,
James A. Black, $98.31. A
Martin J. Casey, executor, etc., of Bteven Casey; deceased, $28.38.
James O. Corprew, $88.70.
Mary I. Connor, wid uw of Robert Connor, deccased, $228,
Nelson Carnoy. $38! -
John A. LIcDonnld 51 4.
H‘gﬁh Smith $97.8T
\\'llmn S 30.02.
oma.s P Cooke, "$132.70,
Richard M. Dizgs $4.37.
Frank BE. Eaton, $28.84.
Jobhn T. Gallam, adminisfmtor of ‘\Ilthael Moran, deceased, $05.26.
Thomas J. Howe, $533.12,
Ignatius Howa. S1 ﬂ.lz.
John W. Howe, $238.
Charles A. Jakeman, 5100 62,
William F. Luke, $12.75.
James W. McDonml.zh 5520
Louis Mc¢Cloud, 818
Thomas. 0'Rourke, 3
Mary T. Pf!e, wldow ot Milﬁ!n T. Pyle, deceased, $266.87.
Thomas . Ril
Henry W. Rubie 5369 bl
Mary E. Rollins, widow of James W. Rlollins, deceased, $121.50.
Miles: Riddick, $120.12. =
Robert T, Trafton, $132.70.
Watson Vellines, $123.42,
Scott White, $88.88. 2
Miiee C. Wood, $46:13, o
ng 00
To Mary A. Curﬂm, exncutnx of the estate of Johm J. Curran, de-
ceased, late cInImant in his own right, and as sole helr of Murty Cur-
ran, deceased, $1,0 4,
To Alrs, Martin. Grady, widow of Martin Grady, deceased, $380.23,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 222 after line 19, to
insert:

To the following-named persons (representing six claims) the fol-
lowing sums, respectively, as found b the Court of Claims in the caso
of Sadie F. Curtis and Annie B, C. rtin, heirs at law of Henry W.
Neville, deceased, and others against thc United States, for ayment
for extra labor above the legal an of eight: hours at the Norfolk Navy

'lard, name:
&;:Hs and GAnnte E. C. Partin, sole helrs of Henry Willls

=

Badie F.
Neville, deceased, $37

Everett Gilders:eeve. Emma Francis Hathaway, Josephine Eewitt
‘and Ruth Clark, sole heirs of Samuel W. Glldersleeve, deceased, $873.
!  Everett Gildersleewz Emma Francis Hathaway, Joaephinn ewitt,
‘and Ruth Clark, sole heirs of Samuel Gildersleeve, deceased. $414.42.

Thomas Hinton, Agnes Hinton, Harrison Hinton, and Henry Mar-
shal! gole helrs of Harrison Hinton deceased, $272.60.

Chnr}iee A, Lle(s‘g%tétlgé?d Ella A, McCourt, sole heirs of John A. Me-
Cour eeeased

Betﬁecm Pope, widow of John Pope, deceased, $140.31,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wasg, on page 223, after line 21, to insert:
|  To the followlnglnamed rsons (representing 28 claims) the follow-
| ing sums, respectively, g,s ound by the Court of Clalms in the c-ue of.
1 Georgle R. R cketts. widow of Augustus Ricketts, deceased, and o
‘against the United States, for payment for extra. la.bor above the leg'n,l
dny of elght hours, at the Norfolk Navy Yard, namag

Georgie R. Ricketts, widow of Augustus Ricketts, deceasad, $50.12.

Margaret Cox, widow ot John Cox, deceased, $2.06

Alfred’ Bergerson, §10.82, i~

Moses Cornick, $91.50.

Robert Gmmp $264.10.

Henry H. E%ﬂ" 164 97.

Robert Fra

Harrison Gni:ney s.ﬂ .20,

Everett Gildersleeve, $220.82,

SBamuel Gordon, 2 1970

James Kennedy, $3.52,

Enos Kitchen, $6.40.

Jolin Land, $8 17.

Dennis Michaels 3865&

Isaac Miller, $283.6

Edward V. Ranschert 3124 .01,

Charles A. Shafer, $43

H'm Si White! $58.50,

Moses Whitehurst, $’I$ 28,

Samuel P. Wigg, $301.15.
deceased,

$3gar[|,ny Brown, widow (remarried) of Joseph WllMams,
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Mattle A. Bushnell, widow of Albert Bushnell. deceusea $3054.75.
Mary E. Crandol, widow of Willlam E. Crandol, deceased §375 62
Virginia Ilullllut. widow of Albert B. Hurlbut, demsed, 24
Mary L. Lamar, widow of Henry Lamar, deceased, 88 o

mlggry McDowell, widow (remarried) of "Alexander Howell “deceased,
Mary B. Moore, widow of Augustus W. Moore, deceased, $504.20.
Emma Ryder, widow of Willlam R. Ryder, deceased, $’J 62,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 226, to insert:

CrAIMS FOR DIFFERENCE IN PAY BY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES IN THE
UXNITED STATES NAVY GROWING OUT OoF FACTS RELATING TO WIIETHER
OR NoT THE SERVICE WAsS PERFORMED ON THE LAND OR ON THE SEA,
THE OFFICER OR BAILOR BEING EXNTITLED To A HIGHER RATE FOR
SERVICE ON BEA THAN ON LaAND,

CALIFORNIA.

To Hannah M. Coon, widow (remarried) of Edward B. Bingham,
deceased, of Sonoma County, $308.490.

To Emil " Catts, widow of Richard M. Cutts, deceased, of Mare
Island, $250.9

To L:nncenm H. Dale, widow of Frank C. Dale, deccased, of Merced
Count $81

Mareus IJ Hyde, of Alameda County, £225.08,

’Io Touisa I. Laine, widow of Richard W. Laine, deceascd, of San
Francisco County, $125.55.

To Nicholas Pratt, late of the United States Navy, §352.54.

To Fannie B. Stothard, widow of Thomas Stothard, deceased, late
of the receiving ship lndepnndcncc, $578.72.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 227, after line 5, to iusert:
COLORADO,

To Josephine A. Buell, widow of James W. Buell, deceased, of Jefler-
son County, $97.61.

To Itobert Dickey, of Denver, $243.45.

To James Thayer, of Crested Butte, $184.95.

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment was, on page 227, after line 13, fo
insert:

CONNECTICUT.

To Lila J. Baldwin, widow of William 8. Baldwin, deceased, of Nor-
wich, $212.

To Elizabeth . Curtis, administratrix de bonis non of William

Barrymore, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $603.57

To Julins G. Rathbone, administrator of George C. Lanpbell de-
ceased, of Hartford County, $230.19.

To Gideon B. Ilotlnwuy mm of Gideon E. Holloway, deceased, of
New London County, $130.5

To Adelaide L‘ Spall, atlmlnistrqtrix of George Sands, deceased, of
Stratford, $504.54

To Harriet B. (mylord, sister of Dudley E. Taylor,
IHaven County, $142.80,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 288, after line 6, to insert:

DELAWARE,
To George R. Gray, of New Castle County, $490.74.

The amendment was agreed to. :
The next amendment was, on page 228, after line 9, fo insert:
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

To Benjamin Atwood, of Washington, §124.65.

To Otway C. and William M. Berryman, Alice B. Bromwell, Columbia
N. Pavne, children of 0. 1L Berryman, deceased, of Washington, $67.25.

To John C. Boyd, of Washington, $238.62,

To .Inhn B Briggs, of Washington, $16.44.

To Mar rigcoe, widow of John A. Briscoe,
W aahingtou, 8800

To Roberdeau Buchansn, admtulstmtor de bonis non of McKean
Buchanan, deceased, of Washington,

To Charles I. Carter, of the Distriet ol' Columbia, $65.50,

To Charles I, Carter, ISlizabeth Crawford Bronson, and Lawrence
C. Crawford, heirs at law of John C. Carter, deccased, of Washington
and the State of New York, $372.01.

To Louisa A. Crosby, wldow of Dierce _Crosby, deceased, $269.17.

To Samuel Cross, of Washington, $26.85.

To Thomas T, Didier and Frederick W, Dld[ur. hieirs of Frederick' B.
Didier, deceased, $120.30.

To William s, Dixon, 3136

To Edward B., Emily K., and Charles ‘R Doran, children of Edward
C. Doran, deceased, of “ashlngton, $108.25,

To Edward J. Dorn, $202.19

To Kate R. Emmerich, Parthenia . Altomuq. sisters of Charles F.
Emmerich, deceased, of Washington, $452.8

To James M. Flint, $193.30.

To Marina B. Harding, widow (remarried) of Henry 0. Handy,
deceased, of Washington, $105.23.

To Isaac Hazlett, $131.51,

204.65.

To Cumberland (. Herndon,

To Mary H. Corbett, granddaughter of Samucl Howard, deceased,
of Washington, $370.13

To John Hubbard, of Washington, $035.34.

To Ilenrielta M. D. Oliphant, widow (remarried) of Henry J. Hunt,
deceased, $29.0
: To l\lgtii S Jordau, widow of John W. Jordan, deceased, of Wash-
ngton,

osg?!éa A. Leach, widow of Boynton Leach, deceased, of Washing-

0

:J,a .\ﬁce V. Lee, widow of William F. Lee, deccased, of Washington,

deceased, of New

decensed, of

$127

To lIarrlet B. Loring and Francis B. Loring. sole heirs at
Charles G. Loring, deceased, of Washington, $446.41. ol
! t[;o o :glii!‘}nﬁﬁ Murray, w idow of Alexander Murray, deceased, of Wash-
ngton

To John A. Norris, of Washington, $79.73.

To Christine I. Owen, Kathleen ). Owen, Albert T. Owen, and Alfred
C. Owen, children of Alfred M. Owen, deceased. of Washington, $175.89.

To James H. Ierry, of Washington, $120.86.
To Christiana C, . $

40D ueen, widow of W. W. Queen, deceased, of Wash-
adeils

Ington
i;rt I‘ms!ey M. Bixe{‘ $123.29.
To Albert Itoss, of Washington, $583.01.
To Lily Davis White, widow of Henry W. Schaefer, deceascd, $06.49,
tm‘}l%;%sn;agda M. Swa.ln, widow of Oliver Swuain, deceased, of “ashing-
To William T. Swinburne, of Washington, §36.16.

To John D, Cahtll administrator of Dennis Twiggs, deccased, of
Washington, $126.

To Frederick B. Upton. of Washington. $134.79.
To John J. Walsh, of Washington, $£274,21, ey
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 232, after line 9, to insert:
FLORIDA.
To Catherine Dela w!dow of George Delap, deceased, late of the
United Htates Navy, E
To Willlam W, l)ewhurst administrator wiith the will annexed of
George Dewhurst, deceased, Tate of the United States Navy, $831.43.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 232, after line 17, to insert:
GEORGIA,
To John T. Munkett, heir at law of Thomas 8. Ilunkett, deccased,
late of the United States Navy, $907.81.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 232, after line 21, to insert:
ILLINOIS,
To Louise M. Dodge, widow of Thomas W. Dodge, deceased, late of
the United States Navv, 8291 35.
To Antonia Lynech, ret Lynch, Charlotte I. Carmody, Joscphine
L. Ridgeway, Jane L. Lan ¥, ehlfdren of Dominick Lynch, deceased, of

Cook County, $735.97.
To \In J Dwen, widow of Elias K. Owen, deceased, of l]‘.andolpn

Couul{[
il e;[illl Spa[d[ng, executor of Enoch G. Parrott, deceased, of Cook

ounty, $1,88

To Horatio L. Wait, of Cook County, $164.48.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 233, after line 12,

INDIANA,
’[‘o Simeon I'. Gillett, of Vanderburg County, $689.98,
o G. V. Menzies, of Posey County, $39.86.
'1‘11& amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 233, after line 17, to insert:
KENTUCKY.

To Harry Pearson and Elba P. Gnss:xwrg grandchildren of William
Pearson, deceased, of Hickman County,

To Theodore gpeiden and William 8. smidcn. ‘sons of William Speiden,
deceased, of Jefferson County, $60.80,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 234, to insert:

MATINE.

To William H. Anderson, of the United “)tnras \n\'s $282.02.

To Thomas W. Bell, of Kennebunkport, $323.
= Tot ])a'r'ﬂ% J.;jBut.m.m! brother of Francls Butland deceased, of York

ounty, .

To Foso‘phmo B. Del'mett, execulrix of Joseph E. Cox, deccased, of
York (ounty $287.8

To Loring G. Lmerscm of Hancock County, $760.61.

deceased, dm}ghtor of

to insert:

To Charles II. Evans, executor of Alice Lvans,

Willlam F. Laighion, deceased, late of the United States hnvy 384.40 5
;1{3 }tg Bessie D. Laighton, widow of said Willlam ¥. Lalghton, deceased,
To ‘iicrrill Spalding, James A.
dren of Lyman G. Spalding, decca

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 234, after line 22, to insert:
MARYLAND.

To Edward A. Coughlin, next of kin and heir at law of I'aul Ar-
mandt, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $63.

To Fannie S. B. Halm. widow (remarried) of John C. Beaumont,
deceased, of Washington County, $81.

To James T. Bowl ng, late of the United States Navy, $395.73.

To Mary A. Brannan, widow of James A, Brannan, deceased, late
of the United States Navy, $1,318.48,

To Harriet C. Brown, cimlnistratl'ix of Thomas R. Brown, deceased,
of Baltimore City County, $250.

To Henry H. Clark, of Anne Arundel County, $£1.300.36.

To Francis A. Cook, of Anne Arundel Coultv Ssmi .

To Touis A. Cornthwaite, of Baltimore, $8

To George T. Douglass, son of Daniel T. Douglns‘s, deceased, of Balti-
more County, $21.40.

To Alf C. Doyle, nﬂmlnlatratm: de bonis non of James A. Doyle,
deceased, of Baltimore, $619.2 A

To \Iary J. Fleld, widow of William Field, deceased, late of the
United States Navy, "$604.89.

To Herbert Harlan and Willlam Beatty Harlan, administrators eum
testamento annexo of the estate of David Iarlan, deceased, late of the
United States Navy, $501.50.

To Peter Heede, of Baltimore, $63.38.

To Howard F. wns, administrator de bonis non of the eqintc of
James Hutchinson, deceased, of Govans, Baltimore County, $236.12,

To Mary T. Bweeting, helr at law of John Joins, deceased, late of
the United Statcs Navy, $179.59.

To Charles A. Le Compte, late of the United States Navy, $322.93.

To Charles i Bennett, administrator of Nicholas Lynch, deceased,
late o! the United States Navy, $207.G7.

Anna MeDonald, widow of James McDonald,
tlm lnIlM States Navy, $422.45.

To James McDonnell, executor of James McDonnell,
Baltimore County, 568.00.

seguldlng, Elizabeth T. Spalding, chil-
of Cumberland County, $64.11.

deceased, late of
deceased, of
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To William Moody, late of the United States Navy, $543.94.

To Bdward K. Rawson, of Anne Arundel County, $136.

To Albert P. Southwick, administrator of the estate of John South-

wick, deceased, late of the United States N“E %B!

To Willlam G. Spros n. brother of John pmsﬂm, deceased, of
Baltimore County, g

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 237, after line 13, to insert:
MASSACHUSETTS.

5 'I‘etnrn;g J. Abbott, widow of William A. Abbett, deceased, of Essex
ounty, 2.59
To Josiah B. Alken, of Suffolk County, $149.04.

To Lucy M. Allen and Joseph A. Holmes, administrators of the estate
of Weld N. Allen, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $410.0

To Mary Ellzabeth Babbltt. d.nughter of Charles W. Babbitt, de-
ceased, of Bristol County, $97.70

To Almena B. Bntcs. énu,ghtcr of John A. Bates, deceased, of Suf-
folk County, $648.0
To Helen Brya nt

%randdaughm of Willlam Black, deceased, of
Norfolk County, 332"

To Grace E. Bolton and Mary E. Bolton, sole heirs at lnw of Willinm
H. Bolton, deccased, late of the Uni States \nvy. T

To William ¥F. Burditt, Eleanora B..Kimball, ‘Albert B Burditt,
Charlotte Ferguson, children of Willinm Burditt, deceased, of Suffolk
Luun!y, $317.10.

To Virginia M. Chnse, daughter of Moses B. Chase, deceased, of

Buffolk Connci $152.

To Frederl \\r Cotton, of Norfolk County, $130.94.

To Elizabeth N. Courtney, widow of Charles Courtney, deceased, late
of the United States Navy, $378.81.

To Edward Cronin, of gu olk (‘tmnh'. £790.20.

To Alexander D. Damon, of Buffolk ountg $54.70.

To Ezra Z. Derr, of Suffolk County,
George P. Gliford, deccased, of

To Emily A. Gifford, widow of
Bristol County, $83.63.

To Artemas P. Hannum, administrator cum testamento annexo de
Ronis :;%mssué Josiah A. IHannum, deceased, late of the United States

NEYY,

To Elliott C. Harrington, of Suffolk Cﬂl‘[ﬂl{ $157.40,

To Mary J. Iverson, widow of Andrew J. Iverson, deceased, of Essex
Connt{ $410.96.

izabeth Jackzon widow of Andrew Jacksom, deceased, of Mid-

dlesex County. $20
. Mo Harry N Stenms administrator of the estate of Francis Jos-
selyn, deceased late of the United States Navy, $1,183.19.

To Katharine A. Hm-nn, daughter of William Laugdon deceased, of
Suffolk County, $587.50,

To George Leach, ‘administrator of tbe estate of Phineas Leach,
deceased, late of the United States Navy, 81,028.74.

To Edward D. Mar. t, son of Cornelius M. Marchant, deceased,
of Dukes County, § 8084

To Ferdinand G. Morrill, of Buitolk Count 5118‘98.

To Smilh W. Nichol of Sul { .13,

'Ta Lott l\orton, of COME[‘; 87
Richar r. with the will annexed, of

w Illlnm A, gf‘arker deceaw& of I\orfnlk Coun&

To Sarah Elizabeth Clarkson, Barah Ithro &r’ Cecile Tinney,
Mabelle L. Medcalf, Mary E. Morrill, Robert B. Pen Thomas Henry
I'ender, nephews and n sole heirs at law of Thomas Pinder, de-
ceased, of Amesbury, $61.67.

To fisther and Theresa Redington, only helr: of Robert Redington,
deceased, late of the United States Na

To Ida M. Coggeshall, daughter of ames B. Ruaselt deceased, of
Bristol Ccmnt;r, 12.09,

To Mabel (}. mith, daughter of Thomas Smith, deceased, of Mid-
dlm: Coun 3.09.

t
To John 1: Spavin, Annie M. Spavin, Ernestine E. Spavin, Jennie
Whittemore. Elizabeth Farnham, children of Robert Splwin, ased,
of Suffolk County, $282
To John A. Tanner, o! Bu!relk County, $2

28.62.
To Charles T. vis, mephew of James 5. Thornton, deceased, of
Fssex County, $51.25.

To Raward K. Valentine, of Suffolk Counlge %1,13 AT,
To Mary Elizabeth Very, administratrix No.f the estate
a 27,

of Samuel Very, jr., deceased, late of the United 8
To T;ahn Eé \yﬁ%emever, late of ath:m Un'i:ﬁddsmtes anyr “i'nés i
To Mary & T AD ¥ George I, ey, de-
coased, late of the e °F 4
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 242, after line 3, to insert:

MICHIGAN,

To Marxog' Clark, widow of Frank H, Clark, deceased, of Houghton
County, &

To George (- Cln;-, of Kent County, $305.76.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 242, after line 8, to insert:

MISSOURI.

To Maria L. Rodgers, xranddaughler of Andrew E. Long, decensed,
of St. Louis City County, $08.60

To Thomas AMann ng. nn.ly son of John Manning, deceased, of

Macon County, 155.76.

To Belle M borg., wk!ow of George B. Raborg, deccased, of St

Louis City Connty, $100.20
Mary 8. McQuade and William A. Chambers, children of Willlam

Smlth deceased, St. Louis County, $188.75

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 242, after line 21, to insert:

NEBRASKA.

To Willard Fester, helr at law of Edward Foster, deceased, late of
the United States Navy $£209.

The amendment was ngreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 243, to insert:

XEW IIAMPSHIEE,

To 8. Augusta Tasker, widow of George E. Anderson, deceased, of
Belknap Counly, $48.59.

To Emma (?o Jgn;u. v&daw of Thomas B. Gammon, deceased, of
n
To ng widow and a:ecutrix of Thomas 8, Gay, deceased,
lafe of the United Etates N Navy, $477.05
To Hazel O, Goodsoe, Perle Nute, Leonora W. Goodsoe, and I.
Shlr]et lclundlett, chlldsen of Augustus Goodsoe, deccased of Rock-
ham Coun .
lWFJ:o Marie Perrimond, widow of Xavier Perrimond, deceased. al
Rockingham County, $60.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 243, after line 16, to insert:
NEW JERSEY.

To Katharine M. Burnett, widow of Joscph C. Burnett, deceased, late
of the United States Navy, §96.81.

To Robert C. Ribbans, guardian of t!:e minor heirs of Isaiah E.
Crowell, deceased, of Essex County, $528

Slf'?sﬁlh en M. Dodxe, widow of Edward R Dodgc. deceased, of Camden,

'l‘o Nelson I. Drake, of Morris County, 53 .
Count Louisp F I‘lder, widow of Rol.w.rt Elder, deceased, of Issex

{‘lnr-l B. H'zss!nr widow of Charles W, Hassler, deceased, late of

thn Lnitcd States \avy, £566.35.

To Andrew McCleary, of Camden County, $307.4

To Amanda K. Macfarlane, widow of Joh! Macfulane, deceased, late
of the United Btates Navy, $254.70.

To Thomas Mason, late of the United States Navy, $37.04.

To Robert C. Ribbans, égardjan of the minor heirs of William N.
Maull, deceased, of Kssex

To Walter J. Mnyer Alfred J Mwer. and Ida J. Mayer Storch, heirs
gt ;\éll!m H. Mayer, jr., deceased, late of the United States I\n\*},

To Clifford C. Pearson jr., administrator of the estate of Clifford
C. Pearson, deceased, of Middlesex Oounty $204.49,

To Mariha Singleton, widow of Edward B. J. Singleton, deccased, late
of the Uulteﬂ States Navy, $102.49,

To Mary 8. Brnkeley. only child of Watson Smith, deceased, of
Burlington Counhr $102,
4 Tot\\l.nnie AL ml]lwc!l, widow of James Stillwell, deceased, of Essex

oun

To Itdward Lasell, g‘nardinn of the heirs at law of William H, Yeaton,
deceased, of East Orange, $628.06.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I offer an amendment in connection with
this amendment. On page 244, in line 3, strike out the words
“ Robert D, Elder” and insert in lien thereof * Robert B. Elder.”
It is to correct an error in an initial.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 245, affer line 10, to insert:

NEW MEXICO.

To Clifford B. Gill, of Dona Ana County, $7606.35.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 245, after line 13, to insert:

XEW YORE.

To Helen 8. Abernethy and Charles H. Abernethy, sole helrs at law
of John J. Abernethy, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $191.05.

To William H. Bacon and Annie M. 8mith, heirs at law of Francls H,
Bacon, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $180.22,

To Belle Bateman, widow of Arthur B, Bateman, deceased, late of the
Uutted States Nuy. $112.

nég lknap, widow of Charles DBelknap, deceased, of Queens
Cmmty,

elson Bell, of Kings County. $131.
T Lcuisa. C. Bell, widow of Bdward B, Bell, deceased, late of the
United States Navy, $87a 92,
To Caroline H, roadheud, widow of Edgar Broadhead, deccased, of
Qrange Count{‘ $253.33
()

To Chrisr.o r Bruns, of New York Cmmt?' $141.327.
To Al uhner, of kings County, §
To Romlle C. Tone, heir at law of John Calhoun, deceased, late of

the United Btates Navy, 3 .56594
To Marie L. Clark, widow of Lewls Clark, deceased, of Richfield
Sprlngs, $195.06. 823 o
LU,

Ouen 8. M. Cone, of Brooklyn
P, Gillis, deceased, of New York

$’H.P‘ illis, son of Jo
rancis C. Green, executor of the estate of Francis M. Green,

deceuod late of the United States Navy, $373.2

$37 De B, Greene, son of 8. Dana 6reene, of Scheneetady County,

To William H. Hall, Charles G. Hall, Eleanor Darling, and Alex-
ander H. We&!:)s. beirs at law of Michael Hall, deceased, of Kings

t{Im-tlu:l D. Sturgis, daughter of Samuel F. Hazzard, deceased, of
New .‘..’ork County. fz-i .G,

To Hlarriet F. Hibben, widow of Henry B. Hibben, deccased, late of
the United States Navy, $72

To Jessic F Cole, sister of ].-‘rederlck A, Howes, deceased, of Dutchess

Cotzr.u
{!ouert Hndmn, of Onondaga Ceunty, $26.03, -
To Frances R. Hunsicker, widow of Joseph L. Hunsicker, deceased,
of Erie County, $205.48,
To Eleanor C. Kloeppel, widow of Henry Kloeppel, deccased, late of
the United States Navy, $319.
To Caroline H. Lillie and Julla W. L., Symington, executrixes of the

Cuun

estate of A. B. H. Lillie, deceased, of New York Ccmnty. 113.07.

o Belena A. Linnekin, widow of Thomas J. Linnekin, deceased, late
of the United States Navy, $1054.92.

To Gilbert I.. McGowan, late of the United Stabea \Tkv’y. $232

To Iltobert . McLean, of New York County, $112

To E. T. g:‘ (}Mahl?h mt%\'lllﬁi;he '!‘Tl‘lr:litgid States hn’vf.as‘ﬂ nhs a3t

To Josep yers, m yers, sons ol Josep . Myers
deceased, of Kings County, $269.40. *

To Mm‘ H. Nicholson. widow of James W. A. Nicholson, deceased,
of New 1ork Connty $

To Annie E. Ogilvie, widow of James Ogilvie, deceased, late of thae
United States Navy, $156.
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To James Phillips, of New York City, $724.65.
To Alice H. Plerce, widow of Allen W. Plerce, deceased, late of the
United States Navy, $209.94.
To Elizabeth M. Pitkin and Carrie Pitkin McDowell, heirs of Henry
B. Pitkin, deceased, late of the United States Navy. sig2.2
To Ebenezer 8. Prime. of Suffolk County, $325.
To George H. Bampson, Leander P. Sampson, Emas 8. Willis, Henry
P. Willls, James M. Willis, jr. and Maria J. Akin, heirs at law of
Daniel W, Sampson, deceeseﬂ residing in the States of New York, Mas-
sachusetts, and Oregon, 3936
'0 Louisa P. Beaman, widow of Stephen Seaman, deceased, late of
the Lnited States Navy, $465
To Augusta W. See y, wldow “of Henry B. Seely, deceased, of New
1ork CQMtif $513.
Sﬁeele. of Kings County, $25.20.
To Eleanor R. Swan and Charles B. Swan, heirs at law of Robert
Swan, deceased, late of the United States I\av ;233 .42,
To Edward D. Taussig, of Kings Coun i)
To Hobart L. Tremain, of Sullivan County, $295.89.
To Henrletta I. Tucker, widow o: Thomas B. Tucker, deceased,
late of the United States Navy, $796.6
._ To Charles A. White and Tsabelle G White, sole heirs at law of
Leverett H, White, deceased, residing in the States of New York and
New Jerseé' $250.8T7,
To Ira Whltehead. of Oranfe County, $148.76.
To Frederick W. Wunderlich te of the Lnlted States Navy, $58.04.

The amendment was agreed to. >
The next amendment was, on page 250, after line 18, to insert:
XORTH CAROLINA,

To A:uﬁlstus Rodney Maedonough, administrator of Charles 8.
MeDonoug! late of the United States Nag,rg AT,

To Stephen A. Norﬂeet administrator of Ernest Norfleet, deceased, of
Dertie County. $53.70.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 251, to insert:
0HI10.

To 1. C. Barclay, i'randdnughter of J. O'Connor Barclay, deceased, of

Jefferson County, $119,
ugh, adminjstrator of William B, Fitzhugh, de-

=1,

To James F. Fitzl
cm'arsed.uo! Clinton County, $1,681.3

ary 8. Frsnklin widow of Gu.stam 8. Franklin, 4
Ross County, $324.3 2 ST OSERRInG: oF

To Charles B. Gi!morel brother of Fernando P. Gilmore, deceased, of

Jefferson County, $44
To Esther H. Kautz executrix of the eatnte of Albert Kautz, de-

ceased late of the Unfml States Navy, $21
To Fred

B. McConnell, heir at law o Rufus 'S. McConnell, deceased,
late of the United States Navy,

To Nople M. Le Breton aughfer of David McDougal, deceased, of

Itoss (‘mmtéee 5 C T
rge 11 wido Temar oh . AIH
dcrensed o¢ Huron Counag "$101.88, { e n G. Mitchell,
amllton County, $371.06

To '.szmi 6.5 Remenck and Baran Calte o £
o Josep P enck an ren of James E,
Schenck, deceased, of Montgomery County, 3106
To Mary P. Shirle executrix of the estate of J’ame-s R. Shirley
glili% ?%%‘ Paul 8h lrey. deceased, late of the Unlted States i\nvy,
To Maria S erght. sister of Arthur H. Wright, deceased, of Frank-
lin County, 323
The nmendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 252, after line 12
FENNSYLVANIA.

To Richard Aah‘brldge of Philade! ’phta. County, $49.31,

To Adam K. Baylor, of York, $275.5

To Lucius B. Bllydenhurgh brother ot Benjamin B. Blydenburgh. de-
ceased, of Philade phla County, $378.59.
deceased, of Dela-

To Georghum n
ware County, $75.07.

To Mattie H. Chapnu. wldow of J. Crossan Chaplin, deceased, late of
the United States hary
iieed heir at‘ila';v of George Cochran, deceased,

, to insert:

0
widow of Edward Bonsall,

To Elizabeth C.
late of the United btatﬁs Navy, $21

To William Cuddy, of Philade! lghill County, $74.79

To Willlam L. Degn, Annette cf.o y Minnfe H. Degn Wil-
son, and Albert T. efn helrs of Laust E. Degn, deceased, late of the
United States Navy

To Walter B. Dick, hte of the United States Na $64.31,

To Michael ¢, Drennan, of Northampton County, ?1

To Willlam W. W. Dwier of Philadelphia County, $241 00.

To the Commonwealth Title Insurance & Trust Co., administrator de
bonis non cum testamente annexo of the estate of Danlel Egbert, of
P‘hlladelphla $916.4

To the Peannyl\mnla Co. for Insurance on Lives and Granting
?a?usl;tées, executor of Henry Etting, deceased, of Philadelphia County,

»,

To Ellen L. annce. wit!nw of Peter Faunce, deceased, late of the
United States I\a‘g’ 1.76.

To Herbert R, Green, adminlstmtor de bonis non of the estate of
Nathaniel Green ﬁeceascﬂ of Berks County, $400.7

To Margaret A. Hoﬂner, wi{low o! Richard J Hoﬂner, deceased, late

of the Un States hav{ g
To Samuel W. Latta P i!adelphia County, $105.68.
To Margaretta D. ABhe Henr{ Lelar, Jr, William D. Lelar, Mary
fnr children an

D. Plerce, and Ellen sole heirs at law of Henry
Lelar, deceased, la.te of tbe United States Navy, $312.37.

To Mary E. Maxwell and Blanche M. Lewis, daughters of James Me-
Cleiland, aged, of Northampton County, $684.
To McLeod widow ot Norman cLeod. deceased, late of the

‘Unlted Stateu Navy, §326.75

To . Rittenhouse Miller, executor of J. Dickenson Miller, deceased,
lat; u;{ t‘l):n;: United Sltgé‘es Navy,ixs 3 H233 C. Nields, la

To Rel Nie executrix o enry -} deceased, late of
the United Stntes Navy, $960.

To Adelaide R.. Rhuw, widow of Samuel F. Shaw, deceased, of Phlla-
delphia Couuty

Jo Geol 1-4 Morrlson adminlstmtrlx of George Smith, deceased,
late of the Unlted States Navy, $553.48,

To John C. Spear, of Montgomery County, $232.6

To Robert Steel, late of the United States Navy, $15S

To Cornelia A. Ulmer, widow of Albert F. Ulmer, deceased, late of
the United States Navy, $388.51.

To Phoebe N, Ver Meulen, widow of Edmund C. Ver Meulen, deceased,
of Philadelphia County, %55

To Henry Whelen, of hI.lade!phls. Coun $158.12.

ward W. White, deceased,

0 Fred te, son and helr at law of
Late o the United (States Navy, §652;
Fendall Youn execntor of Wl.lliam 8. Young, deceased, of

g Phlladelphh COlmt!. §

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 256, to insert:
RHODE ISLAND.

To Frederick A. Caldwe]l administrator of the estate of Charles
H. B. Caldwell, deceased, Woonxocket, $80.75.
To Charles I... Green aml ‘iamuel T Green executors of Charles Green,
resid Gg in Providence, H. 1., and South Windsor, Conn., re-
spectively, $1,5

To Thomas Dunn ‘administrator of Charles Hunter, deceased, or New-
port Cou.uty, $41.20
The amendmtmt was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 12, o insert
TENNESSER.

To Flora C. Martine, widow of Alfred H. Martine, decensed, late of
the United States Navy, $691.91.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 16, to insert:
UTAH.
wido
- tha [_. teg S]tlatésam ;g%.- 52611;201 George T, Shipley, deceased,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 20, to insert:
VERMONT.
To Henry L. Johnson, late of the United States Navy, §142.47.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 257, to insert:
VIRGINIA.

To Edward Amblel' executor of James M. Ambler, deceased, of Fau-
quier County, $176. 7i.

To George P. Bameﬂ, of Norfolk County, $160.27.

To Mary J. Frothingham, Margaret E. Cavendy, Mary F. Coy, heira
ggﬁtaw of Edward Cavendy. deceased, late of the Un.lted States Navy,

To Charles Schroeder, administrator of the estate of Samuel G. City,
deceased, of Norfolk, $332.72.

To Ma: rgaret A. Blackmore, daughter of Charles F. Guillon, deceased,
of Elizabeth City County, $225.
To H. 8. erman,_ a.dm.lnistrator of William M. King, deceased, of

o H
Norfolk County,
thon. of Norfolk County, $66.30
Odend’hal, dmints

late

To John T.

To James M. trator of John W. Odend'hal, de-
ceased, of Norfolk County, ‘3671 28.

To Allce C. McRitchie, ing F. Reynolds, Clarence A. Reynolds,
Henry 8. Reynolds, C. Russell Reynolds, Virginia J. Reynolds, Frank H.
Reynolds, Vernon T. Reynolds, and mele . Reynolds, sole heirs at
law of Silas Reynolds, deceased in tha States of Virginia,
Maryland, and the Disfrict of Coinmhm f

MeIntosh and Blizabeth . Tnylor. children of John L.
Baunders, deceased, of Norfolk County, E

To Louise V. Huqrgtns daughter of Edward B. Stone, deceased, of
Norfolk Countr. $3

To Mary B. R. Bmith, widow gremarried) of Emory H. Taunt, de-
ceased, of Culpeper County, $105.20.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 258, after line 16, to insert:

WEST VIRGINTA,

To Julla M. Woods and Mary E. Hagan, daughters; Mary J. Edelen
and William M. Junkin, gmndchﬂdren. of David X, .Innkin deceased,
of Berkeley County, zh

To Harriet 8. Lye a min.tstratrlx ﬂt Clinton II. Lyeth, deceased,
late of the United Statos Lavy[’?

To Thornton T. Perry, son Roger Perry, deccased, of Jefferson
County, $51.80.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 259, to insert:

WISCONSIN,

To Charles C. Grafton brother of Edward C. Grafton, deceased, of

Fond du Lac County, $720.8

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 200, after line 4, to insert:
Craiyus oF OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY FOR ADDITIONAL

Pay, CoMMoNLY EKNOWN As LONGEVITY CLAIMS, SO0 A8 TO INCLUDE

THRE PERIOD OF CADET SERVICE IN THE UNITED STATES MILITARY

ACADEMY AT WEST POINT.

CALIFORNTA.

To Virginia Forse, administratrix of the ostate of Albert Gallatin
Forse, deceased, of Riverside County, $1,924.

To Flora A. Janes, administratrix of Lem;r L. Janes, deceased, of
San Jose, $752.08.

To James M. Seawell, administrator of the estate of Washington
Seawell, deceawed of San Francisco, 37.55.

To Julia 1. Wileox, widow of Orlando B. Wilcox, deceased, late of
the United States Army, $806.40. :

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

To Katherine Dun B. Beale, administratrix of the estate of Samuel 8.
Carroll deuaaed. of W“hmlé n, 3955'4'

To omas and Edward P. se" surviving executors of

. Casey, ece&sed. of | ashius‘bon. §1,699.83,

the estate of Thom
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To Richard G. Davenport, brother and sole heir at law of Thomas
Corbin Davenport, deceased, of Washington, $1,190.95.

To Annie H. Eastman, administratrix of the estate of Seth Eastman,
deceased, late of the United States Army, $2,833.89.

To Ulrica Dahlgren Pierce, administratrix of the estate of Vinton A.
Goddard, deceased, of Washington, $549.84.

To Francis H. Hardle, Joseph C. Hardle, Caroline H. Neal, Catherine
M. Hardie, and Isahelle H. Hardie, children and sole heirs at law
of James Allen Hardle, deceased, of the District of Columbia, $1,760.23.

To the Washington an & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of
Edward McK. Hudson, deceased, of Washington, $1,624.45.

To Mary B. Hunt, executrix of the estate of Eienry J. IMunt, deceased,
of the District of Columbia, $1,781.20. e

To Alexander Mackenzie, of the Distriet of Columbia, $2,215.47.

To Cornelia M. Mason, widow of John Sanford Mason, deceased, of
the District of Columbia, $1,412.14.

To Clara D. Miller, widow of John Miller, deceased, of the District
of Columbia, £5,335.44.

To the Washington Loan & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of
Alfred. Pleasanton, deceased, of Washington, $1,5320.83.

To the Washington Loan & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of
Rufus Saxton, deceased, of Washington, $1,239.65.

To John Paul Earnest, administrator of the estate of Scbree Smith,
decensed, of the District of Columbla, $1,188.735.

To the American Security & Trust Co., executor of the estate of
Thomas Crook Sullivan, deceased, of Washington, $2,009.38,

To Mary Tassin, widow of Augustus G. Tassin, deceased, of Wash-
ington, $107.02.

To John A. Baker, administrator of the estate of Willilam J. Twin-
ing. deceased, of the District of Columbia, $2,438.85.

To the American Security & Trust Co., administrator de bonis non
gtl Blga E%tate of Charles R. Woods, deceased, of the District of Columbia,

To Elizabeth P. O'Conner, widow (remarried), and_ Edward B.
Wright, son and only child of Edward Maxwell Wright, deceased, late
of the United States Army, $1,101.32, to be ?roportloned as follows:

To Elizabeth P. O’Conner, a subject of Great Britain, $367.11.

To Edward B. Wright, of the District of Columbia, $734.21,

FLORIDA.
To Hugh T. Heed, of Orange County, $814.68.
ILLINOIS,
To Maria N. Flint, widow of Franklin Foster Flint, deceased, of
Highland Park, $2,065.12.
TI0WA,
To Daniel Robinson, of Des Molnes, $4,756.06.
KENTUCKY.
To Seneca H. Norton, of Ashland, $430.32.
MAINE,

To Lincoln H. Newcomb, administrator de bonis non cum testamento
annexo of the estate of Henry Prince, deceased, of Eastport, $1,946.56.

MARYLAND.

To Willlam M. Graham, sr., administrator of the estate of William
Montrose Graham, deceased, of Anne Arundel County, $590.80,
To Ellzabeth B, Hughes, executrix of the estate of Willlam Burton
Hughes, deceased, of Baltimore, $2,041.29,
To Catherine Tully, executrix of the estate of Redmund Tully, de-
ceased, of Cumberland, $2,013.08.
MASSACHUSETTS.

To Henry L. Abbot, of Cambridge, $2,020.57.
To Isabelle H. Adams, administratrix of the estate of Arthur Hubert
Burnham, deceased, of Boston, $1,912.97.
To Henry M. Lazelle, of Worcester County, $2,330.03.
To Mary O. H. Btoneman, administratrix of the estate of George
Stoneman, deceased, of Boston, $1,291.30.
MICHIGAN.
To Julia 8. Weeks, administratrix of the estate of Capt. Harrison S.
Weeks, deceased, late of the United States Army, $1,5672.70.
NEBRASEA.
To Willlam F. Norris, of the United States Army, $1,009.20.
NEW JERSEY.
To James Davison, United States Army, retired, $2,917.08.
To John Henry Edson, of Union County, $676.40.
To Henrletta B. Hawes, administratrix of the estate of David C.
Houston, deceased, of Bergen County, $2,071.02,
NEW YORE.
To H. W. Dresser, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo
of the estate of William C. Forbush, deceased, of Erle County, $1,757.65.
To Campbell T, Hamllton, administrator of the estate of John Hamil-
ton, deceased, of New York City, T567.91.
To Bdward H. Peaslee and Edmund P. Kendrick, executors of the
estate of Henry L. Kendrick, deccased, of New York City and Spring-

field, Mass., respectively, $2,179.60.
'qu) Jacob Ford Kent, of Albany Count{. i2,755.84‘
To Alexander Logan Morton, of New Yor ity, $1,542

s
To Annie Fraser Wood, administratrix of the estate of Llafayette B.
Wood, deceased, late of the United States Army, §1,202.10,

OHI10.

To Cnsrollna M. Clous, widow of John W. Clous, deceased, of Dayton,
2,841.18.
: To Virginia La?e administratrix of the estate of Wentz Curtis Miller,
deceased, of Hamllton County, $1,543.60.
PENNSYLVANIA.
To the Fidelity Trust Co., executor of the estate of Joseph Roberts,
deceased, of Philadelphia, $2,246.19,
To Annie E. Ruff, executrix of the estate of Charles Frederick Ruff,
deceased, of Philadeiphia, $1,755.52.
RHODE ISLAND.
To Mary Tooker Best, executrix of the estate of Clermont Livingston
Best, deceased, of Newport, $2,363.76.
SOUTH CAROLINA. b
To Cecile W. King, daughter and only child of Stephen Moore West-
more, otherwise known as Ste])hen West-Moore, of Charleston, $486.72.
Provided, That in the settlement of claims for longevity pay and
allowances on account of services of officers in the Regular Army aris-

ing under section 15 of an act approved July 5, 1838, entitled “An act
to increase the present milliary ee%abiishment of the United SBtates, and
for other purposes,” and subsequent acts affecting longevity pay and
allowances, the accounting officers of the Treasury shall credit as serv-
ice in the Army of the United States, within the meaning of sald acts,
all services rendered as a cadet at the United States Military Academy
and as an enlisted man or commissioned officer in the Regular and
Volunteer Armies, and no settlement heretofore made shall preclude a
settlement under the terms of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to ask the chairman of
the committee if it is in order mow for me to offer an amend-
ment to the paragraph which has just been read.

Mr, CRAWFORD. I would prefer to have the amendments
of the Committee on Claims disposed of first. Then I shall be
glad to give an opportunity for individual amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to. The reading of the bill will be resumed.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on
page 267, after line 17, to insert:

MISCELLANEOUS CrAiMs WiHicH Are BAsep ox Courr FINDINGS.

CALIFORNTA.

To the State of California, $5,265.95.

KENTUCKY.

To the legal representative of James Harvey Dennis, $26,538.50,
being the sum found by the Court of Claims to be due to him by reason
of certain contracts for the improvement of the Tennessee River.

To Louis Landram, administrator of Willlam J. Landram, deceased,
late collector of internal revenue for the eighth collection district of
Kentucky, $5,546.20.

MICHIGAN,

To John Alexander Besonen, of Marquette County, $207.27.
NEW YORE.

To Isabella G. Francis, administratrix of the estate of Roger A.
Francis, deceased, late a resident of the State of New York, $17,185.47,

PENNSYLVANIA,

To Clayton G. Landis, administrator of the estate of David B.
Landls‘decmsod, late of Lancaster, $11,112.22; and to the estate of
Jacob F. Sheaffer, deceased, late of Lancaster, $34,055.

VIRGINIA.

To D. B. Barbour and Andrew P. Gladden, of Newport News, Va.,
and Clarksburg, W. Va., respectively, $758.

Mr. CRAWFORD. There isan error in the computation of the
items under California, and it is necessary to amend the amend-
ment. I offer the amendment I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 267, line 20, strike out the word
“five” and insert in lieu thereof the word * twenty-eight.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to offer an amendment, to be in-
serted in line 9, on page 269. It is to save administration costs
where the amounts are so small that the cost of administration
would eat up the amount of the claim.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be
stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 269, line 9, after the words “Army
or Navy,” it is proposed to insert:

Or for overtime in United States navy yards.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 270, after line 9, to insert
as a new section the following :

8ec. 4. That from and after the passage and approval of this act
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to or Include

any claim inst the United States based upon or growing out of the
destruction of any property or dama done to any property by the
military or naval forces of the United States during the war for the

uppression of the rebellion; nor to any glalm for stores and supplies
iaken by or furnished to or for the use of the military or naval Porm
of the United States, nor to any claim for the value of any use and
occupation of any real estate by the military or naval forces of the
United States during said war; nor sbhall sald Court of Claims have
iurisdlct{on of any claim which is now barred by the provisions of any
aw of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was concluded.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, this is probably as far as
we shall be able to proceed this morning. It concludes the read-
ing of the amendments so far as concerns those proposed by the
committee.

I desire to press the bill for consideration during the morning
hour to-morrow, and if Senators have amendments which they
wish to present and have voted upon I hope they will then be
ready.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have two amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment.

Mr. LODGE. I have two amendments to offer, to come in on
page 264, after line 17. They are two claims for longevity pay,
which came in too late to be dealt with by the committee,
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Longevity claims have all been allowed, and the committee
has gone further and has prought in a clause providing for their
being paid without the necessity of going in as separate claims
in bills—a general payment. Therefore, I think these two
should be included with the other longevity claims.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the committee can accept those
amendments. They are in exactly the same class and are gov-
erned by the same law and decisions of the courts as the items
of that character in the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee whether he expects to accept amendments embracing
other classes of claims under the headings as found in this bill?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly not. But I think that in a case
like this, where the courts have settled the question and the
Court of Claims has made a finding, it being exactly the same
as 75 others, the committee ought really to accept the amend-
ment, but outside of cases which come within such classes I do
not propose to accept amendments.

Mr. LODGE. A general clause has been put in covering all
these claims. They are not open to a single objection, of course.

Mr. SMOOT. I did not rise to make any objection, but I
wanted to know what the policy of the chairman of the com-
mittee was to be in relation to other amendments that may be
offered, because if such amendments are to be offered to this
bill, and are to be accepted by the chairman, it seems to me
the bill will be opened so widely and loaded so heavily that it
will be almost impossible to pass it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will say very frankly that I shall
oppose, generally, amendments to this bill unless there is some
reason so manifest why they should be allowed that the com-
mittee can accept them. Otherwise I certainly shall feel like
referring them to the Senate and having them discussed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendments proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts.

g Thf SECEETARY. On page 264, after line 17, it is proposed to
nsert ;

To Frank H. Phipps, of Springfield, Mass., $2,314.17.

To Clifford H. Frost and Frank B. McAllister, trustees under the will
of Zealous B. Tower, late of the United States Army, $1,669.51.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. SHIVELY obtained the floor.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator from Connecticut has an
amendment exactly the same as that of the Senator from
Massachusetts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the
Senator from Indiana, who has the floor.

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I have here an amendment
which I think is identical in nature with the amendment just
offered, which was accepted by the chairman of the committee.
It is an amendment to come in on page 259, after line 4. I
send the amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Indiana will be stated.
m’.l‘he SEcReTARY. On page 259, after line 4, it is proposed to

sert:

To Thomas Addington, of Winchester, Ind., $78.54.

Mr. CRAWFORD. At what place on page 259 is it to be
inserted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 259, after line 4.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is that a longevity claim? I will ask
the Senator from Indiana to hand it to me, and let it go over
until we take up the bill to-morrow.

Mr, SHIVELY. I do not want to take any chances,

Mr. CRAWFORD. I shall probably have no objection to it.

Mr., SHIVELY. I think it is exactly the same kind of claim
that was presented and which was accepted by the chairman
of the committee. I want to add, however, that it seems there
has been some change in the print of the bill since I filed this
report, so that perhaps that is not precisely the place in the
bill where the amendment should appear.

IMPEACHMENT OF ROBERT W. ARCHBALD,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Bacox) having an-
nounced that the time had arrived for the consideration of the
articles of impeachment against Robert W. Archbald, the re-
spondent appeared with his counsel, Mr. Worthington, Mr.
Simpson, and Mr. Robert W. Archbald, jr.

The managers on the part of the Hounse of Representatives
appeared in the seats provided for them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will
make proclamation.

The Assistant Sergeant at Arms (Mr. Cornelinus) made the
usual proclamation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal of the last sit-
ting of the court will be read.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I would raise the question
of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire makes the point of no quorum. The Secretary ywill
call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Cullom McLean Smith, Ariz.
Bacon Curtis Martin, Va. Smith, Ga.
Balle Davis Martine, N. J. Smith, Md.
Bankhead Dixon Massey Bmith, Mich,
Borah du Pont Myers Smith, e
Brandegee Fletcher Newlands Smoot
istow Foster O'Gorman Stephenson
Brown Gallinger Ollver Sutherland
Bryan Gardner Overman Swanson
Burnham Guggenheim Page Thornton
Burton Hitcheock Penrose Townsend
Claﬂ) Johnson, Me. Perking Warren
Clark, Wyo. Johnston, Ala. Perky Wetmore
Clarke, Ark. .La Follette Pomerene Works
Crane Lea Richardson
Crawford Lod, Root
Culberson MeCumber Shively

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Oregon [Mr, Crau-
BERLAIN] is absent necessarily on business of the Senate. I
make that announcement for the day.

Mr. PAGH. On account of the continued illness of my col-
league [Mr. DicaneHEAM], he is absent from the city.

Mr. WORKS. The senior Senator from Washington [Mr.
Joxes] is necessarily absent on business of the Senate., I make
this announcement for the day.

Mr. SHIVELY. My colleague [Mr. Kerx] is unavoidably
absent from the Senate.
for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the call of the roll of
the Senate 65 Senators have responded to their names. A
quorum of the Senate is present. The Secretary will read the
Journal of the last session of the Senate sitting as a Court of
Impeachment.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings of the Senate sitting
as a Court of Impeachment was read.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I should like to hear read again what
is in the minutes as to the description of the papers which were
subject matter of the vote. As I understood it, it did not seem
to me to be correct.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The Secrefary will again
read the item.

The Secretary read as follows:

Pending the examination of the witness, Mr. WEBR offered in evi-
dence copy of an assignment by E. J. Williams to Willlam P. Boland
of two options mver!nf a culm bank known as Katydid, executed on
the 5th of September, A. D. 1911.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is correct.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no objections to
the Journal, it will be considered as approved.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I ask that I may be sworn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators who are present
who have not heretofore been sworn will advance to the desk
and take the oath.

Mr. BANkHEAD and Mr. Lea advanced to the Vice President’s
desk, and the oath was administered to them by the President
pro tempore.

Mr. WORKS. Mr, President, I offer the following order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Ordered, That such briefs and citations of authoritles as bave alread
been prepared by the managers on the part of the House and counse
for the mm ent be filed with the Secretary and printed in the
Recosp for immediate use of Senators,

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr.-President, I thought the Senate
had indicated its pleasure yesterday to await the disposition
of the matter of presenting the briefs until the argument of
the case was to be had.

I wish to say, Mr. President, assuming the ruling of the Sen-
ate yesterday to be to the effect that the managers would not be
expected to bring any brief to-day, they have not brought a
brief into the Senate at this time. If, however, Mr President,
the Senate sees fit to adopt that order the managers will ac-
quiesce in it and will at the earliest practicable moment bring
into the Senate the brief which they have prepared—and to
which perhaps they may wish to add a little between now and
the time of its presentation—and file it in accordance with the
order, so that it may be printed.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. We, too, Mr. President, had assumed
that that matter would come up later in the trial. DBut very,
soon after the brief of the managers shall be filed, of which

I make this announcement to stand
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we will be furnished a copy, of course, we will submit our brief
in reply.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
order which has been read from the desk? The Chair hears
none, and it will be considered as having been unanimously
ordered.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Mr. President, may I at this point
make one correction in-the Recorp? On page 98, in the right-
hand column, five paragraphs from the bottom, the question
wag, “ I understand that when the note was gone,” and so forth.
It should read “ when the note was drawn.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction is recognized
as proper by all, and it will be made.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, I would like to ask
whetlier we can be furnished with a copy of the proceedings
each day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TUndoubtedly.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. We have none on our desks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that
there be furnished each day to the counsel and to the managers
a sufficient number of copies. The Chair is informed that they
are now upon the desks of the counsel.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I meant the CONGRESSIONAT. RECORD.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that
ihe managers and the counsel for the respondent be furnished
with copies of the REcorp also each day.

Mr. Manager WEBB. May I now ask that Mr. E. J. Williams
be recalled as a wiiness?

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, my brother WEeBe
was not at the session held by the managers this morning. He
wis detained elsewhere, but all the managers with the exception
of my brother WeBR were present. It was called to our atten-
tion that a certain witness who has been subpenaed announced
that he did not intend to come here unless brought on process
issued by the Senate. It appeared yesterday, Mr. President,
from reading the returns of the Sergeant at Arms, that Mr.
J. H. Rittenhouse, an important witness in this case, had been
regularly subpenaed to attend and was required to be here
yesterday. He was not here yesterday. He is not here to-day.
He is the witness who, we are informed, said he would not
come unless brought here by process of the Senate.

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask to have called the officer
who served the subpena upon the witness and prove the
service. Then I shall ask for an attachment to bring him here,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He will be called.

James K. Julian appeared and was sworn.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, will you inter-
rogate him as to the service?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. Julian, were you charged
with the service of a subpena upon Mr. J. H. Rittenhouse?

Mr. JuLiAN, I was.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did you serve it?

Mr, Juorian. I did.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what time and place?

Mr. Juriax. Saturday, November 3, at 10 a. m., 713 Con-
nell Building, Scranton, Pa.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In what manner did you
serve him?

Mr. Jurian. I served him personally and left a copy.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Delivering him a copy?

Mr. Juriax. Delivering him a copy.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I failed to cateh, Mr. President,
whether you asked the witness what his office is.

Mr. Jurian. I am an employee in the office of the Sergeant
at Arms of the Senate.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. And by the direction of the
Sergeant at Arms of that office you served this subpena upon
J. H. Rittenhouse?

Mr. JuLian. I did.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON, Mr. President, T make the state-
ment that we are entitled to this nltnchment by reason that the
witness was not here at the sitting when his name was called.
Therefore I should like for him to be called now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will
call the name of the witness.

The ASSISTANT SERGEANT AT ARMS. Mr. James H. Ritten-
house! James H. Rittenhouse! James H. Rittenhouse! Ap-
pear and answer the summons,

AMr. Manager CLAYTON. The witness not having answered,
Mr. President, I move for the appropriate order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The manager will send it to
the desk and it will be acted upon at once.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON (after a pause).
the Secretary report the proposed order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report it.

I will ask that

The Secretary read as follows:

Ordered, That an attachment do issue in accordance with the rules
of the Senate of the United States for one J, I1. Rittenhouse, a witness
heretofore duly subpenaed in thls proceeding on behalf of the managers
of the House of Itepresentatives,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
adoption of the order just read from the desk? If not, it will
be considered as having been unanimously adopted, and the nec-
essary attachment will be issued.

TESTIMOXNY OF E. J. WILLIAMS—CONTIXTED.

Mr, Manager WEBB. Now, I ask that B. J. Williams be
called. It has been suggested that the few remaining questions
which I am to ask this witness may be heard more distinetly
by standing at this point in the Chamber., [Taking a position
in the aisle.]

E. J. Williams appeared and took the seat at the Secretary’s
desk provided for witnesses.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB,) Mr, Williams, yesterday after-
noon, just before the Senate adjourned, I asked you if you knew
that C. G. and W. P. Boland were parties fo a lawsuit pending
at the time you presented that note to them from Judge Arch-
bald, and you said you did not remember. Is that correct?—A.
I can not hear you very well, sir.

Q. Yesterday afternoon I understood you to say that when
the note was drawn by Judge Archbald to John Henry Jones
and signed by Judge Archbald, and indorsed by Judge Archbald,
yourself, and Jones, and was turned over to you to be dis-
counted, and when you started to Mr. Boland to have him dis-
count it, you did not know that W. P. or Christy Boland were
parties to a suit then pending in Judge Archbald’s court.—A. I
do not think they were, sir.

Q. If I may be permitted to refresh your recollection, let me
ask you if you did not swear before the Judiciary Committee
last May——

Mr. WORTHINGTON. On what page?

Mr. Manager WEBB. Page 479.

The WirNess. Look at the date on the nofe and look at the
date of the suit.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) If the note was drawn in the
summer or fall of 1909 A. Yes. There was not suit then.

Q. Let me ask you this question: Did you not swear before
the Judiciary Committee as follows——A. I might swear wrong,
you know, because I did not know the date exactly.

Q. Listen to this question please, Mr. Williams:

The CHAIRMAN. At the time you presented the note to Boland and
asked him to discount it, did yon know that either one or both of the
Bolands was party defendant l’ﬁ a case ndlng before Judge Archbald?
* Mr. WirLiams., Well, I did know; but did not think of that,
thongh—that that had anything to do with it

Did you swear to that before the Judiciary Committee?

A, I did not know and never considered anything of the kind.

Q. Judge Archbald, in his answer, admits that when this
note was executed by him and turned over to you and Jones
for discount there was a suit pending in his court in which the
two Bolands were parties because they owned two-thirds inter-
est in the Marian Coal Co. If the judge knew that, I ask if
you did not know it too?—A. No, sir; I did not know it. -

Q. I ask you if you did not swear before the Judiciary Com-
mittee that you did know it—

Well, I did know, but I did not think that had——

A. No, sir.

Q. “That had anything to do with it ?—A. No, sir; not with
me at that time. I did not go there on any suit or any con-
sideration of any suit. I went there as a friend to them.

Q. I understand that, Mr. Willinms,—A. They were, I think,
friendly with me all ngh{

Q. The point I want to bring out is whether or not you knew
when you carried that note to the Bolands that they were inter-
ested In a sunit then pending in Judge Archbald’s court?—A. I
never considered that at all.

Q. Did you swear last May before the Judiciary Committee
that you knew it?—A. I do not remember whether I did or not,

Q. You were intimate with the Bolands, were you not?—
A. Very intimate with them; yes, sir.

Q. And intimate with the Judge‘i‘—A Yes, sir; with them all

Q. Do you mean to say that you did not know the Bolands
were interested in a suit with Peale against the Marian Coal
Co.?—A. No, sir; I did not know. I am perfectly honest in my
opinion all right that I did not know, and never considered it
in the transaction at all.

Q. I asked you yesterday afternoon if you did not go to Judge
Archbald immediately after you were subpenaed to come down
and testify before the Judiciary Committee, and you answered
“I do not remember.” Do you remember now whether or not
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you did go to Judge Archbald’s office Immediately after you
were subpenaed to come before the Judiciary Committee?—A. I
should not wonder a bit if I did.

Q. Did you?—A. Yes, sir; I did.

Q. Did you go to his office in the Federal Building in Scranton
immediately after you were subpenaed to come before the Judi-
ciary Committee?—A. Yes, sir. -

Q. I ask you if you swore this before the Judiclary Com-
mittee——

Mr. WORTHINGTON. On what page?

Mr. Manager WEBB. Page 800 [reading]:

The CHAmRMAN. John Henry Jones, testifying last Saturday, I believe,
snid that when he went to Judge Archbald's office last Monday—that is,
the Monday before the one just gone—tio have a note indorsed by the
judge he found you present. Were you there?

Mr. WiLLiaMs, Yes, sir,

The CHAIRMAN. That was after you had been subpenaed to testify
before this committee, was it not?

Mr, Winriams, 1 ess it was; yes, sir. :
The CITAIRMAN, “ﬁ‘?j‘ did you 0 to Judge Archbald's office after you

had been subpenaed to come before this committee to testify?

Mr, WinLiaxs, I did not go about the—I just told him I was sub-
penacd on the ease.

The CHAIRMAN. You went down to his office to tell him you had been
subpenaed 7

Mr. WirLiaams. Yes, sir; I got subpenaed.

The CHAIRMAN, What else did you tell him?

Mr. WiLriaams. That is all he said to me—to tell the fruth and the
whole truth about it—and that is all. And that is all the E;‘l]k I had
nbout the thing nltogether. “Tell the whole truth to them,” he pays,
“ the whole thing.” That is what the judge said to me.

The CitAreMAN, How many conversations have you had with Judge
Archibald about the sale of this culm bank since Mr. Brown examin
you on March 23, 19127

Mr. WiLLIAMS, Not many.

The Cramemax. How many would you say, Mr. Willlams?

Mr. Winniaas., Well, I might have three or four talks with him
now and then.

Is that correct? TIs it true that you were in Judge Archbald's
office?7—A. Yes, sir.

(. On Monday morning, after having been subpenaed here
on Sunday?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Why did you go to Judge Archbald’s office immediately
after you were subpenaed to come down here and testify in
this investigation before the House committee?—A. I think it
was natural for me to go there. Was it not?

Q. Why was it natural?—A. And tell him what was going on.
That is the point. Ie told me then, sir, to tell the truth and
let the consequences go where they will. That is what he told
me, and I am felling you the truth.

(). 8o you remember this morning that you did go to his
office, and you did not remember it yesterday. Now, I ask you
if you did not give this to the Judiciary Committee as a reason
why you went there? It is found on page 803, in your testi-
1mony :

Mr. Winniams., He did pay m,y; fare; yes, sir. .

Al¥. WeBs., You did say, too, that the only time you saw him was at
the railroad station; is that right?

Mr. WinLiamg, I seen him. I wasg In the office Monday morning,
and I was there for the same purpose as I was when I went to the
depot to meet him—to get money to come here. That was my object.

Did you swear that before the Judiciary Committee?—A. Yes,
sir. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (affer a pause).
has answered the question,

The WriTNEess. Yes, sir.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBBE.) Now, one more question, Mr.
Williams. When you were talking to the judge about Mr.
May's refusal to let you have this option after, as you said
yesterday, Mr. May had grufily declined to give it to you, did
the judge then and there tell you that he had some cases in
which Brownell was interested, and that he would go to see
Brownell?—A. You say that. I do not understand you all
right. Let me undersiand you better.

Q. I ask you if, after Mr. May had gruffly declined to let you
have this option on the Katydid culm bank and you returned to
the jndge with that information, if the judge told you then and
there that he had some cases before his court in which Brownell
was interested?—A. No; I picked up the paper myself, sir, off
the desk there. “ Here are some cases,” I said, “against the
Erie, ain’t they—these lighterage cases; two cases there?”

). Let me ask you this question, then. On page 588 of the
record before the House Committee on the Judiciary I ask you
if the chairman did not make this statement to you.

And he told you—

Referring to the judge—
that the lighierage case was one of the cascs that Brownell and the
railroad company were interested in?

Mr, WILLTAMS,

The WITNESS.
paper.

The witness

Yes, sir.
Yes, sir; those arve the cases that are on the

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Did he tell you that Brownell
was interested in those cases?—A. No, sir; he did not tell me
nothing of that kind.

Q. I thought you said yesterday that you knew that Mr.
Brownell was marked counsel?—A. I did not tell you any such
thing, sir.

Q. What?—A, I did not tell you that. I told you that I
picked up that paper off the desk and the two cases I seen
there, and I asked what “lighterage” meant. I did not know
what it meant at all. I did not know what lighterage was, and
he explained to me the lighterage,

Q. Why were you examining the United Siates Commerve
Court judge's docket? Why were you examining his docket at
that time? When you were talking about securing this culm
dump from the Erie Railroad, why were you examining his
docket?—A. I do not understand that.

Q. Why were you examining the judge’s docket—ihe brief, or
whatever you call it?—A. The trial list was on the table, on
the desk.

Q. Why were you looking into the trial list of cases before
his court?—A. I just looked at it and picked it up.

Q. Was the word “lighterage ” written on it?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you then ask the judge what “lighterage” meant?—
A. I did; yes, sir.

Q. Did he tell you then that that was one of the cases In
which Brownell was interested, and that he would go to see
Brownell ?—A. That that was one of the cases against the Erio
at the time.

Q. Why were you talking about cases which the Erie had?
Was it because you were trying to get this dump from the
El.rie?——A. Because those were the cases that I seen on the list,
sir. ;

Q. And you were frying to get the Katydid dump from the
Erie, from Mr. May; is that right?—A. What?

Q. And that you were trying to get the Katydid culm dump
throngh Mr. May from the Erie Railroad; is that right?—A.
No; I was not. T told you that those are the first cases that
I seen on the list.

Q. I understand.
dump?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you were trying to get the culm dump from Mr. May,
who was the agent of the Erie Railroad by being the manager
of the coal company—that you were trying to get this dump
from Mr. May? Now, can you fell me why you and Judge
Archbald should discuss the two cases at that particular time
concerning the Erie Railroad Co., which company was a party
defendant in his Commerce Court at that time?—A. I can not
tell you why.

Q. You can not tell us why?—A. I can not tell you why, sir;
becanse those were the first cases I seen there on the paper.

Q. Let me ask you this question: How long after yon and the
judge discussed these lighterage cases was it before the judge
went to New York to see Brownell?—A. Oh, well, I could not
tell you that.

Q. Was it three days or a week?—A. How could T tell yon
that? I do not keep those things stamped on my mind, you
know. I could not tell you whether it was a week or whether
it was a month. I do not know.

Q. You know it was not a month, do you not?—A. What?

Q. You know it was not a month?—A. I could not tell you.

Q. Anyway, I understood you to say that the judge told you
that he had gone to New York and had seen Brownell, and also
that he had seen Mr. May on the street the day before, and
that Mr. May said *tell Mr. Williams to come up and he can
get that."—A. That is right, sir.

Q. Listen, Mr. Williams: “ Mr. May likes you very much and
you can get that and anything else you want.”—A. Oh, well,
that is right.

Q. How much of that did he tell you?—A. That is all right.
How is that?

Q. How much of that did he tell you? Did he tell you that
May had told him to fell you to come up and get the option?—
A. I went up right straight, sir, and got it

Q. Who told you to go and get it?—A. Judge Archbald told”
me to go and get it; that he had seen May, happened to meet
him on the street, and that he told him to tell me to come up
and see him. I went up and I got it.

Q. And at that time he had already seen Brownell?
right ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. That he had been to New York and had seen Brownell ?2—
A. That is all right.

Q. I want to ask you if you talked——

Mr. POMERENE. Mrpr. President, I should like to have tlre

And the Erie Railroad owned this culmn

Is that

question submitted to the witness which I send to the desk, and
also, following that question, one other.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question desired to be
progoundecl to the witness by the Senator from Ohio will be
read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Q. Did you or Judge Archbald first speak about these cases being on
the trial 1lst?

The Wirxess, No, sir.

Mr. POMERENE, I suggest that the question be repeated to
the witness,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again
read the question to the witness,

The Secretary again read the question.

The Wirxess. No, sir. I looked at the cases myself. Judge
Archbald did not tell me,

Mr. POMERENE. I do not believe the witness understands
the question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The wiftness has substan-
tially answered the question, the Chair thinks.

Mr. POMERENE. Which one first mentioned the fact of
these cases being on the docket?

The WirNess. Me, sir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question desired
to be propounded by the Senator from Ohio will be read:

The Secretary read as follows:

Q. Did you and the judge ever before speak of other cases on the
docket ?

The Wirxsess. No, sir; never before.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, then you say
that that is the only time you and the judge ever discussed
cases on his docket?—A, What?

Q. I understand you to say that that is the only time you
and the judge ever discussed cases on his docket?—A. Only as
I asked him the question of what lighterage meant. That was
the only question, sir.

Q. But the question was, did you and the judge ever discuss
any other cases on his docket?—A. No, sir,

Q. That is the only case, then, that you ever discussed with
him?—A. The only case, sir.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Mr, President, I should like to intro-
duce the following letter——

Mr. WORTHINGTON (after examining the letter).
agreed to.

Mr. Manager WEBB. I desire that the letter shall be read.
Now, Mr., Williams, I wish you would please listen to this letter.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read, as
requested,

The Secretary read the following letter, which was marked
“ Exhibit No. 10":

That is

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 10.]
(R. W. Archbald, Judge United States Commerce Court, Washington.)

ScraxTtox, PA., Seplember 20, 1911.

My DeAr Mr. CoxN : This will introduce Mr. Edward Williams, who is
interested with me in the culm dump about which I spoke to you the
other day. We have options on it both from the Iside al Co.
and from Mr, Robertson, representing Robertson & Law, these options
covering the whole interest in the dump. This dump was produced
in the operation of the Katydid colllery & Robertson & Law, and ex-
tends to the whole of the dump so produce I have not seen it self,
but, as 1 understand it, this dump consists of two dumps a little
separate from each other, but all making up one general culm or refuse
pile made at that colllery. Mr. Williams will explain further with
regard to it, if there is anything which you want to know.

Yours, very truly,
B. W. ARCHEALD.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Willlams, did you carry
that letter by your hand to Mr. Conn?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You did?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I believe you stated yesterday that you proposed to sell
to Mr. Conn for $20,0007—A. What?

Q. I believe that you stated that you proposed to sell to Mr.
Conn for $20,000?—A. No, sir; I did not.

Q. No; it was 27# cents a ton that you agreed to sell to him
for.—A. Yes, sir; that is right now; but the $20,000 was not
in it at all.

. Q. Anyway that deal was not consummated, not closed; Conn
did not buy it?—A. They did not think that the title was good
enough.

Q. I understand. He did not buy it?—A. No, sir.

Q. Then later you negotiated with Jones—Thomas Howell
Jones—for it, and he did not buy it?—A. No; but it was not
on account of the title that Thomas Jones did not take it.

Q. I understand that. Then you negotiated the sale of it
with Bradley last April. Is that right?—A. I told you yester-

day that this thing was sold for $20,000, sir.

Q. To Bradley?—A. To Bradley; yes, sir.

Q. And did this investigation which was going on in Scranton
and in Washiogton break up that sale?—A. If this investiga-

tion had not come for two days I would have sold it and got
the money, sir.

Q. Did Judge Archbald write you and give you the letter to
take to Conn?—A. Judge Archbald did, and I wrote the last
letter; me and Boland—BRBiil Boland—had that letter to Conn
dictated, and I took it over myself to him.

Q. I understand; but as to the letter you have just heard read
from the Secretary’s desk, did the judge give you that letter to
take to Conn?—A. The judge?

Q. Yes; the letter which was just read from the desk there a
moment ago introducing you to Mr. Conn.—A. I think that was
my own letter, was it not?

g t‘ta ;Vhat was your answer to that?—A. Was not that my own
etter

Q. I suspect you have the letters confused. The letter I refer
to is the one dated Scranton, September 20, 1011 :

My Depar MR. Coxx: This will introduce Mr, Edward Williams, who
is interested with me in the culm domp——

The Wirsess. All right. Yes; that is right.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Who gave you this letter to
take to Conn?—A. The judge.

Q. Who wrote it%—A. I guess the judge.

Q. Judge Archbald, do you mean?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is admitted. There is no ques-
tion about it.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Very well.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) After the deal with Bradley
for the dump failed, did you talk to Judge Archbald about this
matter?—A, No, sir; I did not tell Judge Archbald when I was
selling it to Bradley. I made that from my own mind. I did
not tell Judge Archbald that I was going to sell it. He did not
know that I was selling it.

Q. I ask you this question: If, affer May recalled that tenta-
tive deed to Bradley and the contract was withdrawn and Brad-
ley was unable to buy it on account of May's refusing to make
the deed—I ask you if you talked to Judge Archbald about the
failure to make the trade with Bradley?—A. I did not; no, sir.
I did not tell Judge Archbald about the sale of it at all. I
went on and done it myself.

Q. You mean that you would make an important deal of that
kind without your partner or friend being consulted?—A. Oh,
ves; I was going to sell it, anyhow. I meant to give him half,
all right. I did not mean to cheat him out of it at all; no, sir.
I am not that kind of a man, sir.

Q. I ask you this question: If you did not swear before the
Judiciary Committee with reference to the question as to
whether or not you had talked with Judge Archbald after
Bradley had failed to get the deed, as follows:

The CHAIRMAN——0v

Mr. WORTHINGTON.
reading?

Mr. Manager WEBB. Pages 524 and 525.

The CHAIRMAN, After the deal failed of consummation, did you talk
with him?

Mr. WiLLiams. Yes.

The CmaAIRMAN. What was that conversation?

Mr. WiLriams, Well, he did not want to sell it

The CHAIRMAN. Why?

Mr. WiLLiams., He wanted to let it stand there.

The CHAIRMAN. Then he changed front entirely on the matter of
gelling it and divldinf the groﬂt. e taking a third; he had changed his
mind entirely about it, had he?

Mr. WiLLiaMs. He thought it would be worth more some other time.

The CHAIRMAN. Then you and he nglreed that all your efforts to sell
to Conn were not in earnest, and you did not want to sell to Conn?

Tho CHAIRMAN Yfﬁi igma to do that. Why dld you agree that

: : at you
did not want to sell it, and when did you reach tie cogclusion that
you did not want to sell it¥

Mr. WiLniams. Abont three or four weeks ago.

I ask you if you swore that before the Judiciary Com-
mittee?—A. What is your question? Ask me the question
square, and then I will answer it

Q. The question, then, boiled down, is, after the Bradley,
deal failed the chairman asked you if you talked to the judge,
and you said yes. Is that right?—A. Yes.

Q. And that you and the judge then agreed that you did
not want to sell this dump; that the judge thought it would
bring more at some later time?—A. The judge did not want to
sell it

Q. At that time?—A. No, sir.

Q. Then, I suppose you did swear this before the Judiciary
Committee?—A. The judge did not want to sell it at the time,
but I did; I wanted to sell it. :

Q. And that was in April, was it not, that he did not want
to sell?—A. I could not tell you the time, I can not tell you
exactly the time or the date.

Q. You swore before the committee that it was “three or
four weeks ago,” when you were examined here about the Oth

I ask from what page the manager is
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or 10th of May, so that would have made it some time in April
Is that right?—A. Oh, yes.

Q. I ask you now if at that time it was not rumored around
in Seranton that this investigation was being held into Judge
Archbald's conduct, and I ask you if that is the reason that
the judge stopped you from making any other sale of this culm
dump?—A. Yes.

Q. That is true, is it?—A. Yes.

Q. Mr. Williams, after you had presented this $300 note to
one of the Bolands, or both of them, for discount, and they de-
clined to discount, I ask you if, subsequent to that time, several
months, you did not tell one of the Bolands, or both of them,
that they made a great mistake in not discounting that note——

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I object to that guestion.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Let me finish it—if they did not make
a great mistake in failing to discount that note; that if they
had discounted it they would not have lost their suit?

The Wrrness. I never said such a thing, sir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wait a moment. The Chair
understands counsel to object.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. What is the use of objecting, Mr.
President, since the witness has stated sufficient of his answer
to show what it will be? .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has cautioned him
repeatedly not to do so.

Mr, WORTHINGTON. The Chair has done his duty, surely.

Mr. Manager WEBB. That is all the questions we have to
ask the witness at present.

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. President, I desire that the witness
answer the question I send to the desk before he is released by
the managers,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana
requests that a question be propounded to the witness by the
Secretary. The Secretary will read the question.

The Secretary read as follows:

Q. Have you read your testimony before the committee since it was
glven, or has it or any part of it been read to you since?

The WrrNess, No, sir,

Mr, Manager WEBB. Mr. President, in view of the last
question asked by the Senator from Louisiana, I want to ask
the witness one more question.

Q. (Mr. Manager WEBB.) Since you were here and testified
before the Judiciary Committee last May have you talked with
Judge Archbald in his home at Scranton?—A. In his home?

Q. In his home, in his office, or anywhere.—A. Yes.

Q. You have?—A. Oh, I talked to him.

Q. Have yon talked to Judge Archbald since you testified
before the Judiciary Committee?—A. Not anything about the
case, sir,

Q. Have you talked with Judge Archbald since you testified
before the Judiciary Committee?—A. Not anything about the
case at all.sir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (to the witness).
guestion.

The Wirxess. Don't I answer the question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No.

The WirNess. I have talked to him; but I mnever talked
about the case,

Q. (By AMr. Manager WEBB.) Where did you talk to him?—
A. T have talked to him on the street.

Q. Where else?—A. Why, I have talked to him in the Federal
building, but not in his office.

Q. Where is the Federal building you speak of—in Seran-
ton?—A. Secranton; yes.

Q. In the judge’s room there?—A. No.

Q. Well, where were you in the Federal building when you
and the judge talked?—A. I was out in the corridor. :

Q. Anywhere else?—A. No.

Q. Did you ever talk to him in his home about it?—A. No; I
never was in his home to talk to him about it.

(). Did you ever talk to him anywhere else besides on the
street and in the Federal building?—A. No, sir.

(). What did you talk about then?—A. We talked about
different things as he passed, but never talked about the case
at all.

Q. You never even mentioned this case?—A. No; never men-
tioned the case; I never talked to him a word about the case,
because he would not talk about the case.

Q. Why? How do you know he wonld not?—A. Because he
did not want to. [Laughter in the galleries.]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., Occupants of the galleries
must refrain from any expression of approval or disapproval,
merriment, or otherwise,

Answer the

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) How do you know, Mr. Wil-
liams, that he did not want to talk about the case?—A. Because
he never talked about the case.

Q. How do you know he did not want to talk about it? You
said he would not, and did not want to.—A. He said he did not
want to talk about the case.

Q. Did you begin, then, to talk with him about it?—A. What?

Q. Did you begin to talk with him about it?—A. No. He
said, “ Now, Williams, you know very well that we were told
tt:)]fa :.he House not to talk anything about the case.” I know

Q. Why did the judge admonish you in that way?—A. What?

Q. Why did the judge advise you in that style?—A. Well, he
warned me not to talk about the case.

EQ. Why? Had you begun to talk to him about it?—A. No,
sir.

Q. Why should he volunteer that warning?—A. Because he
did not want to talk about the case at all.

Q. Have you talked with Judge Archbald’s attorneys about
the case since you were here last May?—A. Judge Archbald's
attorneys? .

Q. Any of them; you know them.—A. Not that I know of.

Q. Well, now, think, please.—A. What?

Q. Do you know whether you have talked to any of Judge
Archbald’s attorneys about this case since last May?—A. Yes;
I think I did.

Q. Did you see Mr. Price?—A. No; I seen Mr. Worthington.

Q. You saw Mr. Worthington?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you talk with him about this case?—A. In Scranton;
ves, sir; I did.

Q. Where were you?—A. I was in the Federal building, sir.

Q. Where was the judge?—A. The judge was there, but he
never said a word.

Q. Oh, the judge was present and heard you and Mr. Worth-
ington talk about this case?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. How many times did you talk to Mr. Worthington about
the case?—A. That is the only time.

Q. How many times did Mr. Worthington go to Seranton since
last April?—A. Only once I seen him; that is all.

Q. I ask you if Judge Archbald’s counsel, Mr. Worthington,
called your attention in the presence of the judge to any of
your testimony?—A. What?

Q. I ask you if Col. Worthington, when he was in the Federal
building in the judge's office and in the judge's presence, sug-
gested to you that you had made a mistake or asked you to
change, if you had made a mistake, any testimony that you
had given before the Judiciary Committee?—A. I did not make
any mistake, sir.

Q. You did not make any mistake?—A. No, sir.

Q. So whatever is written in your testimony before the Ju-
diciary Committee is correct?—A. I guess so.

Q. But answer my question: Were you asked in the presence
of the judge about changing your testimony or as to whether
your testimony before the Judiciary Committee was correct
or not?—A. What was your question? Ask me that guestion
again, sir.

Q. I ask you if any one of the judge's lawyers in the Federal
building in Secranton in the presence of the judge asked you
about the testimony you had given before the Judiciary Com-
mittee and either suggested that you had made a mistake or
that you should change some part of if because you had mide a
mistake?—A. I do not know.

Q. Was that question discussed by any of the judge's counsel
before the judge in the Federal building at Secranton?—A. I
do not know ; I could not say that it was.

Q. Well, tell us, then, what was discussed in the presence of
the judge by his counsel with reference to your testimony?—
A. I do not remember exactly what it was.

Q. How long ago has it been?—A. Quite a while ago.

Q. Two or three months?—A. Yes; more than that.

Q. It has been since last May, you say ?7—A. Yes, sir,

Q. And you can not remember what happened two or three
months ago?—A. I can not remember everything.

Q. Did you not think that was an unusual meeting, and, there-
fore, would you not charge your memory A. I met Mr.
Worthington on the street at the courthouse, when he was going
over, and talked to him, but I do not remember of the trams-
action, whether we talked over if, and I do not know that I ever
changed anything in my evidence at all.

Q. Then I ask you if € . Worthington had a copy of your
testimony before him when he examined you in the presence of
the judge in the Federal building in Scranton?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. He did have a copy of your testimony?—A. T remember
one thing. He asked me if I ever told the judge that I was
going to sell the thing. * Well,” I says to the judge, " Did I tell
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you, judge? I do not know whether I told you or not.” “ Well,”
he said, “ don't ask the judge,” he says, “ but you say so.”

Q. Now, maybe you can remember something else that was
said?—A. What is that?

Q. Maybe you can remember something else that was said.
How long were you in the judge’s presence with Mr. Worlh-
ington?—A. I do not know.

Q. Half an hour?—A. I could not tell you how long I was
there. I might have been there an hour, and I might have been
there half an hour; I do not remember how long.

Mr. Manager WEBB. That is all, Mr. President,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness is with the
counsel for the respondent.

Cross-examination by Mr. WORTHINGTON :

Q. Mr. Williams, that conversation with me which yon have
just mentioned occurred in the latter part of last August, did it
not?—A. I do not remember when it was, Mr. Worthington; I
could not say.

Q. Do you remember that I talked to you on two different
days—one day, and then the next day?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And on the first day I asked you to bring certain papers
yiou had referred to which you did not have with you?—A. Yes,
sir.

Q. And you came the next day and brought them. Now, are
you not mistaken in saying that Judge Archbald was present
the first day%—A. I do not remember; but you remember very
well when I asked the judge whether I told him or not about
the sale of the property, you said to me “Don’t ask the judge
at all.” You says, “ You say so.”

Q. Was not that the second day when you came back with
the papers?—A. I am not sure.

Q. There were other people there, were there not, besides
You and myself?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Who were they?—A. Mr. Martin was there.

Q. Mr. Martin was there?—A. Mr. Price was there.

Q. And who else?—A. I can not say. The judge was there.

Q. Was not Mr. Robert W. Archbald, the judge's son there?—
A. Yes. I guess he was.

Q. Was there not a stenographer there?—A. Yes, sir; a
stenographer,

Q. On both ocecasions?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Mr. Williams, have you had any business in the last 10
years; any regular business, I mean?—A. Have I had any
business ?

Q. Any regular business, I mean; any regular vocation?—A.
Yes, sir.

Q. What is it?—A. Coal.

Q. Coal generally and not specifically 7—A. Nothing else.

Q. Have you been known as Option Willlams on account of
your custom of dealing in options?—A. Boland is the author
of that, you know.

Q. He gave you that title, did he?—A. Oh, yes.

Q. You have never repudiated it, have you?—A. No.
get options when they could not touch them, sir.

Q. As to your relations with Judge Archbald prior to the
time that you took to Capt. May this letter from Judge Arch-
bald, did you ever [jave any business transactions of any kind
with Judge Avchbald?—A. No; I did not.

Q. That was the first business relation?—A. The first busi-
ness; yes, sir.

Q. As to your other relations, had you up to that time ever
been in his house?—A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever been to his house since that time?—A.
No, sir.

Q. Has he ever been in your house?—A. No, sir.

Q. Have you during the last few years had any office any-
where?—A. Not an office.

Q. You live, I believe, about 6 miles from Scranton?—A. I
used to, but I live at Dunmore now.

Q. How far is that from Scranton?—A. That is about 2
miles away from the city.

Q. How long have you lived there?—A. I have been there
now about three years; since my wife died.

Q. And before that, how many miles from Seranton did you
live?—A. Six miles.

Q. You were in Scranton nearly every day, except——A. (In-
terrupting.) I lived there 42 years.

Q. While you lived in these places you were in Secranton
nearly every day, were you not?—A. Every day.

Q. Every day, except Sundays?—A. Every day, except Sun-
days; yes, sir.

Q. Where did you stay; where were your headquarters, if
you had no office?—A. Any office where I had any business, sir,

I could

Q. Did you have no particular place where you went regu-
larly when you had no special object in view?—A. I was deal-
ing with the Bolands, and they owe me money to-day, and I
always went there to try to get some of that money, sir,
[Laughter in the galleries.]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Counsel will suspend. The
Chair desires to say to the occupants of the galleries that abso-
lute silence must be preserved, and if necessary measures will
be taken fo accomplish that end. Occupants of the galleries
must not audibly interrupt the proceedings in this Chamber.

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Is it not a fact that yom
spent your time, when you were not doing business anywhere
else, in the office of W. P, Boland?—A. I spent a good deal of
my time there,

Q. You spent more time at the office of W. P. Boland during
the last few years than you did anywhere else, by a great deal,
did you not?—A. Yes; I did.

Q. What office is that? Is it the office of William P. Boland
or the office of the Marian Coal Co., or what?—A. Office of the
Marian Coal Co.; yes.

Q. Did Mr. Christopher G. Boland, a brother of Mr. W. P,
Boland, have an office there, too7—A. Right next to it.

Q. So you have been in the habit of seeing both of them praec-
tically every day for years, except Sunday?7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You first gave testimony in this matter, T think, Mr. Wil-
liams, before Mr. Wrisley Brown, in Seranton, in March last?—A.
I did, on a Sunday morning, sir—what I would never do again
on Sunday.

Q. I am glad to know you have reformed. Who was present
when Mr., Brown took your testimony?—A. Willlam P. Boland
and Wrisley Brown.

Q. William P. Boland was there all the time, was he not?—A.
William P. Boland was the man who asked all the questions.

Q. I was going to ask you whether he did not conduct the
examination largely?—A. Yes; he conducted the inguiry.

Q. And the next time you testified about this matter was in
the office of the Attorney General, was it not?—A. Yes—no——

Q. On the 12th of February last?—A. Yes. Oh, no; that was
before. L

Q. The first time was in the Attorney General's office.—A.
Yes, sir.

Q. Who was present when you were examined there?—A.
There was nobody there but a stenographer and Wrisley Brown
and William P. Boland.

Q. Are you not mistaken in saying that Wrisley Brown was
in the Attorney General’s office when you were examined? He
was not there when you were examined?—A. No, gir; he was
not there.

Q. Mr. Willlam P. Boland was there.—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was not Mr. Christopher G. Boland there?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Mr. Cochran, of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And William P. Boland there suggested questions to you,
did he not?—A. He did.

Q. And the next time you were examined was before the
Judiciary Committee, several months ago, I believe?—A. Yes,
sir,

Q. Do you remember that when your examination took place
there Mr. William P. Doland came and took his seat at the
witness table right at your side and stayed there some time,
until a member of the committee suggested that was the witness
table and then he went back?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I understand you to say, Mr. Williams, when this letter
of March 31 from Judge Archbald to Capt. May was shown to
you, that that was not the letter you took to Capt. May. Where
were you when Judge Archbald gave you the letter to Capt.
May ?—A. In his office in the Federal building.

Q. Did he dictate it to a stenographer?—A. I do not know.

Q. Did he not go out and have the letter prepared?—A. Yes,
gir; I never saw the letter, because I never opened the letter.

Q. Exactly—A. I could not swear to the letter to-dny, be-
cause I took it as it was. .

Q. Did Capt. May show you the letter?—A. No, sir.

Q. You never saw it?—A. No, sir.

Q. Then, how do you know what was in it?—A. I did ot
knoy.
Q. You said yesterday that it simply recommended you as a
person——A. That is all I expected it to do.

Q). Then, how do you know that this is not the letter?—A,
Well, I do not know whether it is the letter. I could not swear
to that lefter.

Q. Did you take a letter about the Katydid dump from Judge
Archbald to Capt. May more than once?—A. Only once.

Q. You took only one letter?—A. Only one letter.
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Q. Then, if you took this letter of March 31 this must be it.—
A. Well, I do not know: I guess go.

Q. How did you happen to ask Judge Archbald to give you a
letter to Capt. My ?—A. If I can remember aright, it was William
P. Boland that told me to ask Judge Archbald for a letter,

Q. Well, ig not that the truth?—A, What?

Q. Is that not the truth about it?—A. That is the truth
about it.

Q. Before that had you not had some negotiations with
William P. Boland about this Katydid dump?—A. I did. He
had told me about it before that; but he could not touch it with
a 10-foot pole.

Q. Did you not sign a writing giving him an interest in it?—
A. I did, but when I went there to Ar. Robertson, he told me:
“If you have anything to do with Willlam P. Boland, you can
not get it.”

Q. I am coming to that——A. (Interrupting.) I had to deny
him any interest at all.

Q. Did you not sign a paper giving
did sign a paper.

Q. Let me finish my question——A. And then T cut him out.

Q. If you will let me finish my question, Mr. Williams, we
will get along a little faster—A. All right.

Q. Did you not sign a paper giving William P. Boland an
interest In this projected Katydid dump transaction?—A. I did.

Q. One moment. [Continuing.] Before you went to Judge
Archibald about the matter at all?—A. He would not tell me
what dump it was until I would sign it, and when I signed it I
went over to Robertson, and Robertson told me, “If youn have
anything to do with William P. Boland, I will not have any-
thing to do with you at all.”

Q. I want to talk about what happened before you went to
Capt. May with this letter ?7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Had you not signed an agreement giving William P: Boland
an interest in the proposed venture before you saw Judge
Archbald and got the letter to Capt. May?—A, Yes, sir; but
I cut him out.

Q. One moment. And after you had signed that paper, then
he suggested that you go to Judge Archbald and get a letter to
Capt. May, did he not?—A. What is that?

Q. After you bad signed this paper giving Mr. William P.
Boland an interest in the transaction, at William P. Boland's
sugzestion you went to Judge Archbald and got the letter to
Capt. May?—A. That is right; yes.

Q. That is right, is it not?—A. Yes, sir. .

Q. After you had failed to get the option agreement from
Capt. May did not William P. Boland suggest to you to go to
Judge Archbald and get him to go to the Frie officials over
Capt. May's head?—A. No; he recommended me, or he tried
to induce me, to go to Judge Archbald and get a letter from him,

Q. To whom?—A, To the Erie.

Q. To the Erie officials?—A. To Capt. May.

Q. I understand that, but after you had been to Capt. May
and had not got the option, did not Willlam P. Boland, when
you reported that fact to him, ask you to go to the judge again
inli ask him to go see the Erie officials over Capt. May's head?7—

. No.

Q. Yon say that did not happen?—A. No; he did not say that,

Q. You are quite clear he did not say that in Wiliam P.
Boland's office?—A. No; he did not. I do not want to blame
any man for what is not right. He did not tell me that.

Q. We have here the Robertson option, so-called, which has
been put in evidence and proved that it is in the handwriting
of Judge Archbald, and the signature admitted to be that of
Robertson.—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And your signature at the foot of it?—A. I guess it is.

Q. You will see that has an acknowledgment to it [exhibit-
ing paper to witness]. The paper itself is dated September 4,
1911, and the acknowledgment is dated September 12, 1911.
It is recorded in the proper land office up there on the 13th
of September, 1911. Do you know how that happened to be
acknowledged and recorded?—A. Yes; I remember about it.

Q. You remember about that. Well, tell the Senate about it,
pleage, Just fell us about it—how it came to be recorded.—A.
It was William P. Boland who went and took it and put it on

A. (Interrupting.) I

record,

Q. Did Judge Archbald or Mr. Robertson state anything about
having it recorded?—A. No.

Q. Had you?—A. It was him that took it.

Q. William P. Boland?—A. William P, Boland.

Q. Had you said anything about having it recerded beforas
that?—A. I had not.

Q. Now, about the dealings with Mr,. Conn. Do you know how
it happened that Judge Archbald got into communication with

Mr. Conn as a purchaser for his little railroad up there for this
coal dump?

The Wrirsess. How he got into communication?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Yes; who suggested it to him?

A. I did not suggest it to him.

Q. Did not William P. Boland tell you that Conn was a prob-
able purchaser, and to go and see Judge Archbald and to get
a letter to Conn?—A. Yes, sir; he did.

Q. Then you got this letter on the 30ih of September, which
is in evidence here, and took it to Conn?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you not first go to Boland’s office with it?

The Witxess. With what?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That letter to Conn. Did you not re-
ceive that letter from Judge Archbald to take it to Conn, and
instead of taking it to Conn did you not take it to the office of
William P. Boland and show it to him?—A, I do not think I
ever took the letter from Judge Archbald to Conn. I think it
was sent some other way; not by me.

Q. T will ask whether before the Judiciary Commitiee, refer-
ring to page 507 of the testimony before that committee——A,
I do not remember that I took it there.

Q. Referring to the top of page 507, I will ask you whether
this happened with respect to this very letter:

Mr. CARLIN—

A member of the Judiciary Commitiee—

We have a photographed letter here that has just been shiown you—e
a letter of introduction to Mr. Conn.

Mr. WiLLraxs. Yes, sir,

Mr. CarLiN. Did Eou show that letter to anybody?

Mr, WirLLiaxs. The contract with Conn, you mean ?

Mr. Caruin. I mean the letter introducing you to Mr. Cenn, recom-
mending you to Mr., Conn.

Mr. WiLniams, Did 1 show it?

Mr. CARLIN. Yes,

Mr. WiLLiAMs. I do not remember whether I did or not.

Mr. Williams, if there was a photographic copy of that letter
to Mr. Conn made, can you explain how it was made? Did you
make it?

A. No, sir; I could not explain.

Q. You thought the title to this dump was all right, you said?

The Wirness. What is that?

Q. You said you thought the title to the dump was all
right?—A. It is all right to-day. It is just as much all right
to-day as it ever will be.

Q. Mr. Conn's lawyers did not agree with you?—A. No, sir.

Q. They are Messrs. Wells & Torrey, an eminent law firm
in Scranton, is it not?—A. Yes. It is not Torrey, but it is
Wells.

Q. Wells, the senior member of the firm. After you came
down here and appeared before the Attorney General in Feb-
ruary last, there was another effort made to get Conn to take
ge ]pr;.party—the dump?—A. That was by myself. That was

e la

Q. That is the letter of March 13, Exhibit 4 in this case?—
A, Yes, sir. :

Q. That [exhibiting] is the letter you refer to, is it not?—A,
I do not know.

Q. Look at it, please. I should like you to be sure.—A,
(Examining paper.) Yes.

Q. That is right? That letter was prepared in the office of
Mr. Boland?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Mr. Boland helped to put the words in it—dictated
them?—A. Yes, sir; he did.

Q. He dictated it to the stenographer, his niece, Miss Bo-
land?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Then you signed it?—A. I took it over myself,

Q. Mr. Boland told you fo hurry?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did he tell you why he wanted to have you hurry?—A.
Because this snit was coming on——

Q. And he wanted to get the sale through before the storm
g:ine. He used that language or that in substance?—A. He

Q. You helped him to do that without telling Judge Archbald
what was going on?—A. No, sir: I did not tell Judge Archbald.

Q. By the way, this letter of March 13 seems to have had a
part of it cut off. Can you tell me whether you saw that
done?—A. Oh, they always did that.

Q. Who always does it?—A. Mary, the stenographer.

Q. Did you see her cut the top off of this?—A. I did not
notice it; no, sir.

Q. Did you not say before the Judiciary Committee that you
did see her eut it off 7—A. I have seen her cut it off at different
times.

Q. You took that letter to Mr. Conn, and Mr. Conn still
refused to buy becaunse he did not think, or because his lawyer
did not think, the title was good*—A. He could not recommend
it because the lawyer would not recommend it. .




158

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

DECEMBER 5,

Q. Exactly. Then right away Mr. Boland helped you get up
the sale to Mr. Bradley for $20,000%—A, I had done that myself
before Mr, Boland ever——

Q. You say it was done before Mr, Conn refused to take it
the last time?—A. Yes, sir. I could have sold, but I would
rather sell it to Mr. Conn, because there was more money in ift,
than to sell it to Bradley.

Q. Was not the arrangement to sell to Bradley made in Wil-
liam P, Boland’s office?—A. No, sir.

Q. You say it was not?—A. No, no. I had agreed with Mr.
Bradley myself, outside of anybody else in the world, to sell it
to him for $20,000.

Q. Did not Mr. Boland urge you to hurry up this Bradley
snle?—A. Yes; he did. That is true enough.

Q. And so you went on hurrying up a sale—that is, trying
to get Conn to buy—and when he would not, to get Bradley to
buy it, and arranging a sale to Bradley without saying a word
to Judge Archbald?—A. Yes, sir; but I did not mean to cheat
Judge Archbald.

Mr, WORTHINGTON. I do not mean to intimate that.

A. No, sir., I am not doing that kind of work.

Q. Another thing, to make certain of this March 31 letter.
The first time you saw Capt. May about this Katydid dump
business was when you took that letter from Judge Archbald.
You had not had any talk with Capt. May about the Katydid
dump until you went to him with that letter from Judge Arch-
bald?—A. I do not think I had any talk with him at all.

Q. What arrangement did you have with Judge Archbald
about what his interest in this dump should be and what your
interest should be when you went to Capt. May with that letter
on the 31st of March?—A. I never had any particular arrange-
ment with Judge Archbald.

Q. You went and asked him for this letter and got it?—
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And after the letter you entered into the negotiations
without saying a word to Judge Archbald as to whether he was
to have an interest or not?—A. I said he was to have an in-
terest. 1 did not say how much or what he was to get.

Q. You never had any writing with him on the subject?—
A. No, sir; only my word of mouth. That is all he had.

Q. Very well. Did Judge Archbald ever at any time tell you
that his name was to be concealed or kept out of the Katydid
transaction?—A. He never told me.

(). Did he ever intimate or suggest such a thing to you?—
A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever tell him that it was contemplated to keep
his name out?—A. No, =sir.

Q. Or to execute any paper and refer to him as a silent
party —A. No, sir. I considered that he knew more about that
than I did, and for that reason I would leave that to him.

Q. I want to come down to what you were saying a few mo-
ments ago. You say when you went to Robertson he told you
that William P. Boland must not have anything to do with
it 7—A. Nothing to do with it at all.

Q. Or the sale would not go through?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Or he would not sell his interest?—A. Yes, sir,

Q. Did he tell you why?—A. No, sir.

Q. He gave no reason?—A. ITe gave no reason; no, sir.

(). Did he tell you that before he would sign the agreement
with Judge Archbald agreeing to sell his interest for $3,500—
the paper which I have just shown you, which Boland had re-
corded——A. I do not understand your question.

(). No doubt it is my fault. I refer to this paper [exhibiting],
Exhibit No. 2 in this case—ilhe Robertson agreement—iwhich is
in Judge Archbald’'s handwriting. You say that you and Rob-
ertson signed it, and then you say it was recorded a few days
afterward by Boland?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I want to know whether Robertson told you, before that
paper was signed, that William P. Boland must have no interest
in the property?—A. Yes, sir; particularly.

Q. That is dated the 4th of September. I want to ask you if
that is so, why it was that on the next day, the 5th of Septem-
ber, you signed a paper assigning two-thirds interest in this
transaction to William P. Boland?—A. I never did.

Q. You never did?—A. No, sir.

Q. This paper which we have referred to in these proceed-
ings as the “ silent-party ” paper was dated the 5th of Septem-
ber, and says: E

¥or services rendered or to be rendered in the future by William P.
Boland and silent party, whose name for the present is only known to
Bdward J. Williams, §\’ P. Boland, John 1'3. Robertson, and Capt.
W. A. May, superintendent of the Iillside Coal & Iron Co., it is agreed
by said Edward J. Williams, who is the owner of two options ecovering
a culm bank known as the Katydid, sitvate in the vicinity of Moosic,

I'a., that he hereby assigns two-thirds of any profits arising from the
sale of the above-mentioned property over and above the amounts to be

id John M. Robertson and the Hillside Coal & Iron Co., $3.500 and
4,600, respectively, to be divided equally between William P. Boland
and silent party mentlioned above.

A. I never did, sir.

Q. After Robertson had told you that William P, Boland must
not have anything to do with the matter, did you tell him?—A.
I told him, and he says to me, “ Well, I quit; I am out.,”

Q. Was that before or after the Robertson paper was
signed 7—A. It was right after Robertson told me.
Q. Right afterwards?—A. Right after Robertson said it. Ile

says, “All right, I am out; I quit.”
thing to him? I never signed it.

Q. About this “silent-party ¥ paper; did you reccive any
copy of it?—A. No, sir.

Q. This appears to have come from the possession of the
managers.—A. I got two coples here, but they were never signed.

Q. Did you not swear before the Judiciary Committee that
you never received any copy of the paper?—A. There are two
cgples. There is another one here, but I never signed auny of
them.

Q. Did you not swear before the Judiciary Commiitee—A.
Did he not swear that there were three copies? Is it not in the
book there that three copies were signed?

Q. We will find that in a moment. When you were testifying
before the Judiciary Committee where were these copies?—A.
They were in my pocket then, and I did not know they were
in my pocket when I was here before.

Q. You did not know how they got therc?—A. When I went
to look at my pocket when I got home I found those copies.

Q. In your pocket?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. When I talked with you the first day, last August——A.
I showed you it, did not I?

Q. You said you had such papers, but they were at your
home, did you not?—A. No; they were right in this pocket
then.

Q. Did you not tell me that they were at your house; and
did I not ask you to bring them down the next day?—A. No;
they were in the same pocket. It may not be the same coat, all
right.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Managers, I propose to add these
exhibits to the contribution which you have made. [After a
pause.] The managers have no objection to these papers going
into the evidence. I will not undertake to read them, becanse
the wording is the same as in the original paper itself. They
have a line for the signature and the word ““ seal ” in typewriting
after that line.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the counsel propose
to introduce them now or prove them?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I would like to introduce them now.
I know sometimes it is said that exhibits for the defense or
the respondent should be put in when the time comes to put in
evidence. I find always that it is very much more convenient
for the court and everybody else to put them in as we go along.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I hope they will be printed in the
Recorp right at this point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection, the
Chair understands.

Mr. WORTHINGTON.
they are in evidence.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[U. 8. B, Exhibit A.]

Assignment made this 5th day of SBeptember, A. D, 1911, hy Edward
J. Williams, of the borough of Dunmore, County of Lackawanna and
State of Pennsylvania, party of the first part, to William P. Boland and
a sllent &mrty, both of the city of Beranton, county and State above
mentioned, parties of the second part. For services rendered or to be
rendered in the future by Willlam P. Boland and silent party, whose
name for the )}Jresent is only known to Edward J. Willlams, W. P.
Boland, John M. Robertson, and Captain W. A. May, Sup't, of the Hill-
glde Coal & Iron Company, it is agreed by saild Edward J. Willilams
who is the owner of two options covering a Culm Bank known as the
“ Katydid,” situate in the vicinity of Moosle, Pa., that he herchy
assigns two-thirds of any profits arising from the sale of the above-
mentioned property over and above the amounts to be pald John M.
Robertson and the Hillside Coal & Iron Company, $£3,500 and $4,500
respectively, to be divided equally between Willinm . Boland and silent
arty mentioned above, their heirs, successors or assigns, and this shall
Ee tl{eir voucher for same,

Why should I sign any-

All right. Then T offer them, a‘nd

[8BAL.]
[U. 8. 8. Exhibit B.]

Assignment made this 5th day of September, A. D. 1911, by Edward
J. Williams, of the bomu%u of Dunmore, County of Lackawanna and
State of Pennsylvania, party of the first part, to William P. Boland and
a silent party, both of the city of Scranton, county and State above
mentloneg. parties of the second part. For scrvices rendered or to be
rendered in the future by Wlliam P, Boland and silent |lmrt;-, whose
name for the present is only known to Edward J. Willlams, W. P.
Boland, John AL, Robertson, and Capt. W. A. May, Sup’t.. of the Hill-
side Coal & Iron Company, it i3 agreed by said Edward J. Williams
who is the owner of two options coveri a Culm Dank known as the
“ Katydid,” situate in the vicinity of Moosie, T'a., that he hereby
assigns two-thirds of any profits arising from the sale of the above-
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mentioned property over and above the amounts to be d John M.
Robertson and the Hillside Coal & Iron Comﬁn} $3,500. and $4,500
rsspectivetgr, to be divided equally between Willlam P. Boland and silent
Beartg mentioned above, their heirs, successors or assigns, and this shall
their voucher for same,
— [sEAL.]

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Did you ever get any au-
thority from Judge Archbald to sell any part of his interest in
the Katydid dump—any part of the contract—to anyone else?—
A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever tell him that you had assigned an interest
to William P. Boland?—A. No, sir.

Q. I should like to know, Mr., Willlams, in your own way,
what is the truth about whether you did or did not say any-
thing to Judge Archbald about this “silent-party”™ paperi—
A. I do not know nothing about it.

Q. Did you not swear before the Judiciary Committee several
times that you never executed that paper and did not know
anything about it?—A. I did not know anything about it, and
I do not know anything about it to-day, sir

Q. Did you not several times swear, as you have sworn here,
that you put Judge Archbald in that paper as a silent party
becanse you did not think it was lawful for him to be in the
transaction 7—A. I did not. I always said I did not know any-
thing about that paper. The signature was wrote across the
typewriting on the paper, and I never signed that. I never did
sign it.

Q. Do you say now that, as a matter of fact, you never told
Jndge Archbald that you had referred to him as a silent party
or never told him such a thing was contemplated?—A. No, sir.
- Q. Do you mean that you did not tell him any such thing?—
A. You can ask him now, if you want to.

€. But for the present I have to confine my questions to you,
Mr. Williams. Did you ever tell him?—A. No, sir,

Q. Or intimate to hinr A. No, sir; I did not.

Q. That such a thing was done or contemplated?—A. I did
not.

Q. Or did he ever intimate or suggest to you that he desired
his connection in that matter to be concealed from anybody?—
A. No, sir; he did not.

Q. At one time I believe it was supposed that the contract
with Conn was going to be executed, was it not?—A, Yes; I
thought it was going through all right.

Q. Did not Judge Archbald prepare a contract and submit it
to Mr. Conn?—A. Yes, sir; he did.

Q. Did you see that contract?—A. Yes, sir; I did see ik

Q. Did you read it?—A. No; I did not read it. I seen it.

Q. Did you look at it at all so as to see whether Judge Arch-
bald's name was mentioned in it7—A. Judge Archbald’s name
was in it

Q. How do you know?—A. He read it to me. .

Q. He read it to you?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You can not identify the paper, then?—A. No, sir.

Q. Now, Mr. Williams, about another matter. You took this
letter from Judge Archbald to Capt. May and did not get any
agreement from Capt. May about the option?—A. No, sir.

Q. How soon did you go back to Judge Archbald and report
that result?—A. I could not say.

Q. Was it the same day?—A. Whether I went in two days or
' the next day. or when, I do not remember.

(). Where was this letter delivered to you?—A, It was two
years ago.

Q. This letter was given to you in the Federal building to
be taken to Capt. May?—A. Yes, sir. =

Q. Where was Capt. May when you delivered it to him7—A.
In the office of the Erie Co.

Q. How far away was that from Judge Archbald’s office in
the Federal building?—A. About 2 miles away.

Q. Had you not said several times that you right away went
to Judge Archbald and told him about what Capt. May had
saild?—A. Now, I could not say. I guess I did go as soon as
possible,

Q. From a distance of 2 miles?—A. Yes, sir.

(). When you got back to Judge Archbald’s office you saw on
his desk this trial list, you say, on which was the word
“lighterage.” Is that right?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you picked up that paper and asked Judge Archbald
what lighterage meant?—A. Yes, sir; I did.

Q. Was that the way that came about?—A. That is a fact, sir.

Q. Have you ever seen that paper since?—A. I never seen
it since; no, sir.

Q. Was this trial list one on which there were a number of |

cases?—A. Oh, lots of cases.
Q. The eases numbered?—A. Oh, there was lots of cases. I
looked through it, all over the list.

Q: In what court was it?—A, I do not know, I could not
say what court it was.

Q. You do not know whether it was a trial list of the Com-
merce Court or Interstate Commerce Commission—A. I could
not say. I could not swear to that.

Q. Or the district court of the United States for the middle
district of Pennsylvania?—A. I could not say.

Q. You can not say?—A. No, sir. If I would swear I could
not swear what court it was.

Q. In order to be clear about this I will ask you whether,
when you were giving your deposition to Mr. Wrisley Brown
in Scranton, page 228, you did not say that after delivering
that letter to Capt. May you “ went to the judge right away"?
“Yes; I went to the judge right away.’—A. Well, that might
be; I do not remember. .

Q. You do not remember whether you said that or not?—A.
No; I do not remember. That is pretty near two years ago.

Q. But you were testifying very shortly after the occurrence.
It was only in April.—A. I do not remember.

Q. It was the year afterwards. I do not want to misrepre-
sent it.—A. You know this, Mr, Worthington, that when that
testimony was taken it was in a hurry on a Sunday morning,
and they would run over it in a hurry, there were g0 many ques-
tions asked. I was there about four or five hours.

Q. Then I will ask you whether, when testifying before the
Judiciary Committee, page 511, you did not say this in refer-
ence to that. When the question was asked you by Mr. STERLING
of the committee, “ Was it the next day after you had seen
May that you went back to the judge,” your answer was, “ Yes,
sir"; do you remember that?—A, I do not.

Q. Can you be clear about this matter at all, Mr. Williams?
After you had taken this letter to him and he did not give
you an agreement or agree to sell, did you go to sleep on it and
do nothing or were you active about it?—A. I went to see the
judge that day or the next day.

Q. Then you saw this trial list with the lighterage case on
it?—A. Yes, sir; that is the time. :

Q. Then you had the conversation with the judge which yon
have narrated as well as you remember about what that case
was?—A, Yes, sir.

Q. He explained to you the matter?—A. I did not know in the
world what lighterage meant, and I asked him the question.

Q. To make sure what the case was, tell us again what the
judge said the lighterage business was—A. He said it was
gose little tugboats that carried railroad ears across the river

ere.

Q. To get some idea as to how correct you are about dates,
I should like to ask you what is your recollection as to how long
it was after you first went to Capt. May about this business
until he gave you the option, as it is called here?—A. I could
not say whether it was a week or a month. I could not say,
gir. I could not be sure.

Q. You think it was somewhere in the neighborhood of a
week or a month?—A., Yes, sir.

Q. If, as a matter of fact, the first letter to Capt. May was
March 31 and the option was August 30, how do you account
for being so far out on your dates?—A. I could not remember
how long it was.

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Williams, whether, as a matter of fact,
this talk with Judge Archbald about the lighterage case was
not long after he had been to see Mr. Brownell and after Capt.
May had given the option?—A. No; I think that was before
he went to see Brownell, if T remember.

Q. I will ask you whether or not on the 28th day of Sep-
tember, 1911, in the office of Willilam P. Boland, you did not
say, in substance, that you were “ going to the judge's office to
look at a brief which the judge was preparing for the Erie
Railroad Co.”?—A. No, sir.

Q. Nothing of that kind happened?—A. No, sirs I did not
see about a brief. I do not know what a brief is. I do not
know the difference between a brief and something else,

Q. No such conversation occurred, then?—A. No, sir.

€. I will ask you whether you did not call later in the day
to see William P. Boland, and tell Miss Mary F. Boland, or some-
body in her presence, that you had seen the brief “ and it was
about a case against the Erie Railroad Co. for a lighterage
charge ” ?—A. No, sir; I never told him.

Q. Nothing of that kind happened7—A. No, sir.

Q. Away down in September, after the option had been given
by €apt. May?—A. No. sir; nothing of the kind at all.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, we would be very
glad if the Senate would take a recess for about 10 minutes
in order that I may confer with my associates about some other
matters. I think we will save time by it
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objectlon, it
will be so ordered. The court will stand in recess for 10
minutes, until 5 minutes before 4 o’clock, it being now 15 minutes
before 4.

The Senate sitting as a Court of Impeachment thereupon took
a recess for 10 minutes and reassembled at 3 o'clock and 55
minutes p. m. . !

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Hampshire suggests the absence of a quorum.
will eall the roll.

The Secreftary called ihe roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

. quorun.

Senator from New
The Secretary

Ashurst Cullom Martin, Va. Root

Bacon Curtis Martine, N, J. Shively
Bailey Foster ‘Massey Smith, Ariz.
Borah Gallinger Myers Smith, Ga.
Brandegee Gardner Nelson Smith, Md.
Bristow Gore Newlands Smith, 8. C.
Brown Hiteheock Oliver Smoot
Bryan Johnston, Ala. Overman Sutherland
DBurnham Kenyon Page Thornton
Burton La Follette Perkins Townsend
Clapp Lea Perky Warren
Clark, Wyo. Lodge Pomerene Works
Culberson McLean Richardson

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the call of the roll of
the Senate 51 Senators have responded to their names, and a
guorum of the Senate is present.

CROSS-EXAMINATION OF E. J, WILLIAMS—CONTINUED.

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Mr. Williams, you said yes-
ferday that you had good reason to know that the Bolands
owned a large amount of the stock of the Marian Coal Co.
What did you mean by that?—A. How is that?

Q. You said yesterday that you had good reason to know
that the Bolands own most of the stock of the Marian Coal
Co.—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you mean by that?—A. Because I had to sell
out to them, sir. 1 was squeezed out of it, sir.

Q. You said something about their owing you money.—A.
They owe me $1.300 and £1,100.

Mr. Manager WEBB. We think the guestion and answer are
fmmaterial. Whether the Bolands owe him money or whether
lie owes the Bolands money we do not think has anything to do
with the conduct of Judge Archbald.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think that what has been brought
out, Mr. President, sufficiently shows that the relations between
this witness and the Bolands are quite important,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The counsel will propound
the question.

(). (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) The question is whether the
Bolauds are indebted to you, and, if so, why—I mean William
. Boland and Christopher G. Boland, or either of them?—A.
Christophier G. Boland owes me money.

(). Can you tell us briefly what is that about?—A. Why, that
is part payment. They paid a part of the agreement that they
had o sell out.

Q. To sell out what?—A\. The Marian coal lease—the culm
lesse,

). Does Christopher G. Boland recognize that indebtedness
to you or does he dispute it?—A. Yes; he does, of course.

(). He does?7—A. Yes, sir.

(). Why does he not pay you?—A. Well, because they claim
it was to be paid out of the dividends, but they claim that there
was no dividends yet until they get this money. Now, if they
will ever get it from the D. L. & W. for overcharges, for re-
duction of rates——

Q. Well, what has that got to Go with your going to them
with this $500 note? I think you gave that as a reason why
you went to them.—A. Oh, that has nothing to do with my
going to them about that $500 note.

- Q.-T thought you szaid something to that effect yesterday?—
A. Oh, no; I was always friendly with them.

Q. Well, they owe you money and they recognize that they
owe you money?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you expect to get it from them in the future?—A. Yes,
Bil.
Q. Have they said anything as to when you may expect to
cet that money?—A. How is that?

(). Have they snid anything to you as to when you may ex-
pect to get that money ?7—A. As soon as they get money out ot
it, and if they get thiz $50,000 from the D. L. & W., why that is
money, ig it not, and they are able to pay me then.

Q. Well, T do not care anything more about that. Mr

Willinms, did you sunggest to Judge Archbald in reference to
the papers, or some of the papers connected with this Katydid
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transaction, that he should have one of his sons sign the papers
and not sign them himself; and did he not say that he proposed
to sign the papers himself and not have his son sign them?—
A. No; he did not,

Q. Nothing of that kind happened?—A. No, sir.

Q. I want to ask you whether, on or about January 16, 1912,
in the office of Mr. W. P. Boland, in Scranton, Pa., you said,
in substance, that Mr. Archbald told you it would be better
for him to sign the papers in this deal, that yon agreed with
him, but that you later told the judge that it would be better
for his son to sign the papers, and youn said the judge intended
gjnging them, and you could not prevent his doing it7—A.

N0, 8ir.

Q. Nothing of that kind was said by you?—A. I never told
the judge that, or the judge never told me that.

Q. Now, about this visit you made to the judge just before
you came down to testify before the Judiciary Commiitee. A
subpeena was served upon you, I understand. On what day of
the week was it served ?—A. I don't remember.

Q. You were required to appear on what day of the week;
do you remember?—A., I don't remember.

Q. Anyhow, you went to the judge and told him you had been
subpenaed and had not the money to pay your fare, did you
not?—A, T did.
mQ. You went to his office in the Federal Building?—A. I told

m 80.

Q. And you asked him to lend you the money so that you
could come down here?—A. Yes,

Q. You told him you were going to testify or had been sub-
penaed before the Judiciary Commitfee in his matter, did yon
not?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did he not say that he would not give you any money,
but that he was going on the train somewhere the next day,
and that if you would meet him at the station at that time
he wonld give you a ticket to Washington?—A. That is all;
yes, sir.

Q. And you did meet him there?—A. I did meet him at the
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western depot, sir.

Q. And he went around to the window and bought that
ticket and handed it to you right there?—A. He did.

Q. In the presence of a number of people who were in the
room?—A, All that was around there at the time.

Q. And you say that he told you to come down here and tell
the truth?—A. He told me to tell the truth and never mind the
consequences. He said, “ Tell the truth.”

Q. You said twice, as I understood you, that this Bradley
deal was stopped because this investigation was coming on, or
this lawsuit, you said once. You mean the investigation which
has resulted in this trial, do you not?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, what do you know about that? I want to know
whether you have personal knowledge about that or whether
you are giving what you have heard rumored on the street or
somewhere else. What do you know about why Capt. May
recalled the contract which he had submitted to Mr. Bradley %—
A. What do I know? I know that I asked the deed back from
Bradley that he had had sent to him to see whether he would
accept the deed under the conditions.

Q. I understand yoan. The contract was sent by Capt. May
to Mr. Bradley to see if it was satisfactory to him?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the next day. or very soon, Capt. May recalled the
contract and said it eould not be executed. That is so?—A.
Yes.

Q. But you say that that was done because this investigation
was coming on. I want to know what the source of your in-
formation on that subject is—A. That is all 1 got.

Q. Who told you that? Who told you that Capt. May re-
called it?—A. Mr. Bradley told me.

Q. Who?—A. Mr. Bradley told me.

Q. Mr. Bradley told you?—A. Mr. Bradley.

Q). He told you that Capt. May had recalled the deed?—A.
Yes, sir.

Q. Did Mr. Bradley undertake to tell you why he recalled
it?—A. No; he did nof.

Q. Did he tell you?—A. That Capt. May wanted it back.

Q. Did he not tell you that Capt. May had told him that
there had been letters written making claims against the mine
on behalf of the Everhart heirs, and that his counsel had ad-
vised him that under the eircumstances it would net do to go
on with the contract?—A. I guess he did; yes, sir.

Q. Where did you get this idea into your head that it was
because of this investigation that Capt. May recalled the con-
tract?—A. Well, I got that from other sources; not from Capt.

May.
Q. You did not get it from Capt. May or from Mr. Bradley ?—
A. No, sir,
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Q. Now, is it not a fact that the day you went to Judge Arch-
bald’s office in the Federal building, just before you came down
here fo testify before the Judiciary Committee, that $500 Jones
note had to be renewed?—A. I do not know.

Q. Ifthatwas so,you have forgotten it, haveyou?—A. Yes, sir.

(. But did you not go there to meet Jones and the judge for
that purpose?—A. I do not remember.

Q. You do not remember?—A. No, sir.

Q. About this letter to Mr. Darling that is in evidence.
You took that letter to Mr. Darling, and he told you that that
dump had been sold or leased or something of that kind?—
A. The dump had been leased to Peale, Peacock & Kerr.

Q. That was the end of it?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You took the judge’s letter to him?—A. That settled that
deal. :

Q. Very well, I should like to know how you came to go to
Mr. Darling. Who suggested to you to go to Judge Archbald
and get a letter to Mr. Darling?—A. It was William P. Boland
who told me about it, but he did not know that Peale had
leased it already.

Q. Who was it suggested to you to take Mr. Dainty to Judge
Archbald and to try to get Judge Archbald to help him about
the selling of the oufstanding Everhart interest to the Lehigh
YValley ?—A. I do not think anybody suggested that to me.

Q. Did not Willlam P. Boland suggest it?—A. No; I could
not say that.

Q. You could not say that?—A. No, sir.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is all, Mr. President.

Redirect examination by Mr. Manager WEeBR:

Q. Mr, Williams, did you tell Mr. Worthington a few minutes
ago that in the examination before Wrisley Brown, in Scranton,
William P. Boland asked most of the questions?—A. Yes, sir,

Q). You say that now?—A. I say that now; yes, sir.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Mr. President, at this peint we offer
the deposition of K. J. Williams, taken on the 23d day of March,
1012, in Seranton, with reference to this matter.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, did you sign
this statement?—A. Oh, I might have signed it, but I did not
know what was in it; it was not read to me at that time.

Q. Answer the first question. Did you sign it?—A. I signed
it; ves, sir; but I did not know what was in it altogether.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr, President, if that paper is offered
solely for the purpose of showing what proportion of questions
were propounded to Mr. Williams by Mr. Boland, and how
many were propounded by Mr. Brown, we have no objection;
put if it is offered in evidence to make what this witness said
there in that ex parte investigation evidence against Judge
Archbald we do object to it.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Willinms, I ask you again
if this statement was not read over to you by Mr, Brown, who
asked you if you wanted to make any change in your testl-
mony.—A. No. We were in such a hurry, sir, to get out from
there after being there four or five hours. I wanted to get some
time to get dinner. It was about, I think, 2 o'clock, and I got
there in the morning.

Mr, Manager WEBB. Mr. President, we think it is competent
to show that these guestions were all asked by Mr. Wrisley
Brown and the responses thereto were corroborative of what he
has sworn with reference to this matter here to-day.

The WirNess., Mr. Wrisley Brown would not know how to
ask these questions altogether without the help of William
Boland.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, it seems to me that
it would be very unfortunate if we should have to try to get
into this case what might be considered evidence against Judge
‘Archbald of what this witness happened to say in an ex parte
investigation in Scranton. The questions are all there; it is
stated who asked them; and it is easy enough for the managers
to do what I have done, count the number of questions that
were asked by Mr. Boland, and it will appear that he asked
1 out of 10, or something of that kind. The witness is mis-
taken—there is no question about that—in saying that Mr. Bo-
land asked most of the questions, so far as the repfort shows,
and we ought not to have a statement made in this way by this
witness or anybody else when there was no opportunity for
Judge Archbald to be represented, put into this case as evidence.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair is of opinion that
the paper could not be put in evidence for the purpose of prov-
ing the testimony of the witness upon that occasion, unless the
managers are prepared to take the position that they have been
entrapped by the witness and desire to show what he has testi-
fied to on a former occasion ; and the Chair does not understand
ihat to be the proposition.

XLIX—11

Mr. Manager WEBB. Well, Mr. President, in one view of the
matter we think it is competent to show that Mr. Brown asked
the questions, and not Mr. Boland. In another view of the
question we take it that it is competent for the reason that the
witness was examined on the 224 day of March, when the facts
were fresh in his mind, and that it is competent to corroborate
him as to what he has sworn here to-day to show that he has
sworn it on other occasions.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not of opinion
that the corroboration of the witness is in order unless he is
impeached in some way. There is no doubt about the right of
the managers to prove that the gquestions were asked by who-
ever the party is, but the Chair does not think that the paper
itself would be admissible as evidence of what the witness then
swore fo.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Then does the President admit it in
evidence for the purpose of showing who did ask the questions?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I would object to that. It seems to
me if it is admitted for any purpose, of course, it goes into the
record. It is an easy matter, of course, for anybody to ascer-
tain how many questions were asked by Mr. Boland. As a
matter of fact, only 12 were asked by him during a long exami-
nation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest
that it would be better for the managers to prove what they
desire without introducing the entire paper, because that would
be putting in evidence that which is not proper for considera-
tion as evidence.

Mr. Manager WEBB. To prove it in any other way would
be an almost endless task, because there are 48 pages of type-
written matter, and the witness would probably have to go over
it to see——

Mr. SIMPSON. To see what? =

Mr. Manager WEBB. To see who asked the questions.

Mr. SIMPSON. We are quite willing that Mr. WEBB or
any of his colleagues shall count them and their say so be put
in the record.

Mr, Manager WEBB. T do not care to testify.

Mr, SIMPSON. We do not ask you to testify; but you ecan
get some one outside. Mr. Brown can count them, and his say so
will go.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I happened to think this question
might arise, and so I counted them myself. There are only 12
questions by Mr. Boland and 100 or more by Mr. Brown.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, I dislike to do any-
thing that may seem to be an abuse of the patience of the Sen-
ate, but it seems to me, inasmuch as Col. Worthington has seen
proper to bring into this case a part of this deposition, that
therefore we are entitled to have it all. It is upon that familiar
prineciple that we insist upon our right to introduce this docu-
ment in evidence in its entirety.

Mr. President, as to the limitation or the effect of this instru-
ment, that is reserved to the Senate when it comes to render
its verdict or judgment. We are addressing, as I undertook to
say yesterday, a tribunal that acts in the double capacity of the
judge of the law and the jury to determine the facts. There-
fore, Mr. President, if you as judges admit this paper now,
when you come to consider the question of fact as jurors, then
you can, if you see fit, limit the effect of its operation. It is
impossible for us to separate the function of the judge from the
funection of the jury here. Inasmuch, I repeat, as counsel for
the respondent has introduced a part of this deposition, I
insist that it is right and proper for us to have it all in the
record—the whole truth, and not a part of it,

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I presume we are entitled to close on
our objection, Mr. President. We introduced no part of this
deposition in evidence. I asked the gquestion of Mr. Williams as
to whether Mr. Boland was not present when he was examined,
and he answered that question, which was all I asked. Then
he volunteered the statement, “ Yes, and asked most of the ques-
tions.” I did not ask him who asked the questions. I showed
that Mr. Boland was present at the very time he has testified.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If a part of the deposition
has been offered by counsel for the respondent, of course the
Chair will recognize the right of the managers to offer the en-
tire paper; but that is a question that seems to be in dispute.
That proposition was not first suggested by the manager who
first offered the paper. He put it upon an entirely different
ground, as the managers and the Senate will remember. The
Chair is not prepared to pass upon the question as to whether
or not there has been in fact any part of the deposition put in
evidence by the counsel for the respondent. If there has been
a part of it put in evidence, the Chair recognizes the right of




162

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

DECEMBER 5,

the managers to have all of it on that ground alone. The Chair
thinks the other propositions are untenable. The Chair, of
course, recognizes the right of the managers to prove how many
of these questions were asked by the respective parties.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Then we will offer, Mr. President, that
part of it for that purpose. I do not recall the exact questions
that Col. Worthington excerpted from the deposition.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Offer it for what purpose?

Mpr, Manager WEBB. For the purpose of showing the entire
questions and answers with reference to the matter about which
Col. Worthington asked the witness,

Mr. SIMPSON. There was no such offer——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Probably the stenographer’s
notes would have to be consulted to see what part of it, if any,
was offered by counsel for the respondent.

Mr. SIMPSON. There was no such offer made at all. There
have been guestions asked by Mr. Weee for the managers and
there have been questions asked by counsel for the respondent
as to whether the witness did not testify at a certain place
in a certain way. The managers might just as well say that
beeause they asked whether or not on such and such a date he
did not testify to such and such a thing before the Judiciary
Committee the whole of his testimony may be put in in bulk
here in that way. That is not the result which flows out of
any such a suggestion as that. It is an inquiry of him for the
purpose of putting him straight upon the record, and it is a
particular right which those who are cross-examining have;
otherwise cross-examination would amount to nething. Baut
there grows out of that no right to put in a whole bulk of
testimony. Such a thing would be the most absurd rule of law
imaginable.

If Mr. Worthington had said, * Mr. Williams, did you not on
such and such a day testify thus and so?” and read the ques-

tion and answer, and the managers then thought there was |

something in some other gquestion or answer in that document
which in some way corrected or straightened out or affected
that matter, they could then ask him, *“ Did you not also testify
thus and so on that same day?” and get that straightened out
in the record in that way; but to put the whole document in,
whether it relates to the question or not, would be——

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. May I ask the counsel—

The PRESIDENT pro tempere.
the argument proceed in order. If there is objection, counsel
will be heard, a reply will then be received by the Senate, and
a conelusion accorded te the party making the objection; but
irregular discussion can not be continued without manifest in-
convenience and ill result.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I did not intend to interrupt, Mr.
President, exeept by permission of the Senate and the consent
of counsel, and it was for the purpose of directing——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had reference to
the entire discussion and not to the particular manager who last
addressed the Chair. It is necessary that we proceed in order.
When there is objection, counsel will be heard; then a reply
will be heard, and then a conclusion, but it must be done in
that order if we are to proceed methedieally.

Afr, SIMPSON. I think, sir, I have brought before the Sen-
ate what I desired.

Mr. WORTHIXNGTON. Mr. President, we have agreed that
this matter may go over until to-morrow, so that we may see
just what has taken place.

Mr. Mapager WEBB. That was the agreement, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) You told Col. Worthington a
few moments ago that you could get options when others counld
not do it. What peculiar influence or power did you have to
get options when other men failed to get them? Was it the
influence of Judge Archbald?—A. How is that?

Q. You told Col. Worthington a few moments ago that you
eould get options on culm banks when other men failed to get
them. What was your peculiar influence to enable you to get
these culm banks when other men could not—was it Judge
Archbald’s assistance—A. No, sir.

Q. What did you mean when you told the colonel that?—
A. What?

Q. What did you mean when you told Col. Worthington
that?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Please say “ Mr. Worthington.™

Mr. Manager WEBB. “Mr. Worthington,” I beg pardon.

A. T had one lease from Forest City to Moosic of all the Erie
culm without the judge’s aid. I never asked the judge—

Q. Why did you tell Mr. Worthington that you could get
eptions: when other men failed?—A. I could. I could get this
one when Boland could not touch it at all,

The Chair must insist that-

Q. You got this option on the Kaiydid when other men had
failed 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was the one you referred to; and you got that
through the influence of Judge Arehbald, did you not?>—A. L
did not, sir. I only got one part of it through Judge Arehbald.

Q. That was the Eatydid?—A. Yes; one part of it.

Q. And the Katydid dump belonged to the Erie Railroad
Co.—one part of it?—A. One part of it; one-half of it; yes, sir.

Q. Mr. Robertson wanted to sell his part, did he not?—
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the Erle Railroad Co. would not buy it? Is not that
true?—A. No; he wanted to sell it; he had been trying to sell
it to the Erie Co.

Q. The Erie would not buy it?>—A. No, sir,

Q. And the Erie would not lease their part?—A. No.

Q. Until you took hold of it?—A. Yes. They had agreed to
sell it to the Du Pont Powder man before that for less than one-
half what I offered for it.

Q. But it was never carried up to Mr. Thomas by Mr. May,
and nothing ever came of it. Is not that true?—A. No; but they
offered it for $2,000 to du Pont, sir.

Q. Then you say you got the Erie Railroad Co.’s part of this
dump through Judge Archbald’s influence. Is mot that your
statement?—A, Yes; by paying a double price for it.

Q. I understand, but at whatever price it might be?—A. They
did not favor me because of his influence, because I paid £2,500
more for it than they offered it before.

Q. You alone could mot get it from Capt. May; you could
not get it by yourself?—A. I do not know.

Q. You fried it and failed?—A. I did at the time, but he
did not say he would not give it to me.

@ Q. He declined to let you have it?—A. He declined at the
me.

Q. Yes; and you carried the matter back to Judge Arch-
bald?—A. I did.

Q. And are you willing to swear now that you got this eulm
dump from the Erie Railroad Co. through your influence or
through Judge Archbald?—A. I got part of it; yes; their half.

Q. Their half through whose influence?—A. Judge Archbald’s.

Q. Before you took this letter to Mr. May, did the judge tell
you that he had already phoned May in advance that you were
coming to see him?—A. No, sir.

Q. I believe the judge in his answer to this article says that
before he wrote this letter to Mr. May he had already phoned
May about this Katydid dump. Did he ever tell you that he
had phoned him?—A. I do not remember anything about it.

Q. When he sent the letter up there to May by you did he
tell you he had already communicated with May about the
dump ?—A. No, sir.

Q. I want to ask you a question or two about this silent-
party agreement. It seems that you have stated that you did
sign a silent-party agreement and stated that you do not remem-
ber it. I ask you if this is not the way it oecurred, and if you
did not swear to this before the Judiciary Committee: That
you did have a silent-party agreement with Mr, Roberfson ?—A.
What—that I did?

Q. I ask you whether, after you had been examined back and
forth on this question before the Judiciary Commitiee, I did
not ask you the question, * Mr. Williams, it seems that you did
sign a silent-party agreement, but you think that this one in
evidence, September 4, is not the one, because that is not the
date "?—A., Do you not know that other copy you showed me
last night here?

Q. Yes. What about it?—A. That is not the copy.
did it come from?

Q. That is not the copy you signed?—A. T did not sign any,
sir.

Q. Did yeu sign——A. (Interrupting.) I never signed it. I
do not know anything about the copy that you are talking about,
where the writing is aeross the typewriting; I never signed
that. I told them at first that I never had signed that.

Q. That particnlar copy; but I ask you again now, leaving
out that particular copy which we referred te last night, did
you net sign a sileni-party agreement when you got the lease
from Robertson, and did you not swear that before the Judi-
ciary Committee?—A. To whom did I sign?

Q. Let me ask you if this statement was not made by you

Where

| before the committee?

Mr. Rucker. Who was the silent party referred to in that paper?

Mr. Witniams. I think that was——

Mr. Ruckur. I am not talking about that. Who was the party you
R s Tk T ﬁ:‘%ﬁ

. WILLIAMS. was Ju
Mr. R.iucxxu. There is no question about you signing such a paper,
Is there

Mr. WiLniaxs, Yes, sir.

Mr. RUCKER, And It had reference to Judge Archbald?

——
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Mr. Winnrams. I think it was in John

Mr. Rucker, I am not asking what it was in. :

Mr. WiLniams., Let me tell you. It was in John AL, Robertson's
option. That is where the “silent party '’ was. :

Mr. RUCKER. Why did you write in this paper the phrase * silent
party,” referring to Judge Archbald? [Page 575.]

Now, then, was not that reference fo “silent party” in the
option that you first secured from Robertson? That is what
you seem to have finally sworn before the Judiciary Commit-
tee?—A. I could not say that I ever saw that in Ilobertson's
option.

Q. Did you ever sign an agreement in which there was a silent
party mentioned? I am not talking about the one of September
4 or 5 now, but I am asking this: Did you ever, with Robertson
or with anyone else, sign a contract or an assignment in which
“silent party” was mentioned?—A. I do not remember any
such contract; I do not remember.

Q. Let me ask you if you did hot tell Mr. Worthington. this
on his examination of you before the Judiciary Committee,
reading at page 579 of the record:

Mr. WorTHINGTON. I would like to ask yon to explain, If you cam,
why it Is you say to me that you executed only one contract or assign-
ment to Mr. Boland, in which there was nothing sald about a silent party,
and then the next minute you say to the members of the coinmittee
that you did understand you signed something in which there was ref-
erence to a silent Party? How do you explain that contradiction?

Mr, WILLIAMS. don't remember signing such a contract as that,
but I tell you that there was a silent [mrty%n one paper that we had—
a silent partmer.

Did you tell Mr. Worthington that?—A. I do not know.

Q. Sir?—A. I could not say whether I said that or not.

Q. Was there any paper that you ever signed, whether in the
presence of Mr. Boland or any ofher person, in which the words
“gilent party ” were used?—A. Why should he use the “silent
party ” when he put his own name in the Conn paper? Why
should he put in “ silent party " ?

Q. You need not argue the case. I wish you would listen to
ihis question. Again, on page 590:

The AcTING CHAIRMAN, Then your contention is that the contract
which has been shown you here, Exhibit 20—

That is the contract of September 5, in which you refer to the
silent party and which you now say you did not sign—

which contains the ]anguage “and a silent parly, whose name is known
only to the persons named therein,” was drawn in August and not in
Beptember? In other words, I understood you to say that the date had
been changed on it?

Mr. WiLLiaMms. It was drawn before April, sir.

The AcTivg CHAIRMAX. It was drawn before April?

Mr. WiLLiAMS. Yes, sir.
th'l;.hel .%r{r?:xa CHAIRMAN. But it was drawn and signed by you? Is

at r

Mr. Emr.m. He says a contract was, but this contract never was.

The Acring CHAIRMAXN., I understand; but I am asking about this
particular contract. As I remembered his testimony day before yes-
terday, he contended that while he signed this contract with the
“ gllent-party ” language in it, it was really signed before he ever
tried to make the deal with Robertson, and that after the deal was
made with Boland he contends the date was changed on it to Septem-
ber 5. Was not that your contention the other day, Mr. Williams

Mr. WiLLiaums. Wait, now

The AcrTing CHAIRMAN. I wish you would listen to my guestion.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir.

The ActixGg CmHarrMaXx, I say, was not that your contention the
other d%;'?

Mr. WiLLiams. Yes, sir.

The ActiNxg CHAIEMAN, That while yon did sign this contract, this
assignment to Mr. Boland, it was really signed not on September 5 but
at some day before that time?

Mr., WiLniams. It was signed before this [exhibiting memorandum
book]. Now, there is the time I got the culm from Hobertson. You
will see the date.

The AcTiNg CHAIRMAN. April 57

Mr, WiLniams, April 5; yes, sir.

Mr. GragAaym. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that you put in the record
what that book is.

Is that your present contention—that you did sign a silent-
party contract, but that it was not dated September 5, but
some prior time? [A pause.] What do you say about that now,
Mr. Williams?—A. I do not know anything about that contract
that Boland claims that was wrote right on an angle across
the paper there; I do not know anything about it; I can not
have any memory of such a paper that ever came before me.

Q. Did you ever before September 5 sign any contract con-
taining a silent-party reference?—A. The only paper I signed
to him was before the option was got; before I got the option
from Robertson.

Q. I believe you admit that you did sign this paper exhibited
to you yesterday—the assignment of September 5—in which
the silent party is included. You signed that?—A. I never
signed that paper. I can not remember anything about such a
paper in the world. And where did you get the paper you
brought before me last night? Where did you get the paper?

‘Will you bring that here? [A paper was handed to the witness
by Mr. Manager WEpB.]—A. Oh, that is it?
the paper, you know.

Well, this is not

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Now, which was the paper
you signed?—A., Let me tell you now. That paper was printed
down to the bottom here [indicating] and written across that
way. This is not the paper, sir. No, sir.

Q. Did you sign this paper?—A. Did I sign it?

Q. Is not that your signature?—A. Yes, sir; that is my signa-
ture; but how did they get it there? That is the question. IE
is my signature all right; but you know how Jim Crawford's
will was made, but I never signed. Why did he not bring that
before, instead of bringing the other paper that was signed
right across the printing of the stenographer?

Q. Are you in the habit of signing papers the contents of
which you do not know ?—A. No; not very often, sir,

Q. Then you did sign this paper?—A, Did I?

Q. You say you did?—A. Oh, you say so. No; I do not say
so, because that paper—why did you bring that paper? Last
night was the first time I saw it. The other paper, I told you,
was signed at an angle across the writing on the paper.

Q. Well, Mr. Williams, I understand you to say that is your
signature?—A. I say that, but I say Jim Crawford's will was
signed the same way.

Q. Then you say that that is your signature?—A. Yes; it is
my signature; but where did they get it? That is the point.

Q. That is Exhibit 7. One more question, please. When you
went to the judge, after having seen May, and the conversation
arose about the lighterage case, who mentioned the lighterage
cases first?—A. I did.

Q. Let me ask you if you did not swear this before the House
Judiciary Committee last May [reading from page 497] :

The CHAIRMAN. Did the judge, about that time, mention the light-
era§e eases to you In any conversation?
Mr., Wicniams. I seen them right there on the desk.
The CHAIRMAN. Was anyth[nﬁ sald about the lighterage cases?
Thhir.iwrl:it.mus. He said that he had cases for them there at the time.
at is all.
The CHAIRMAN. Meaning that he had cases before him in the court
at that time?
terf WiLLiams. Yes, sir.
at all.
The CHAmAMAN, And did he say that the Erie Railroad was a party
defendant to those cases?
Mr, WiLniaMs. Yes, sir.
Did you swear to that?—A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is true, is it not?—A. Yes, sir: that is true.

Mr, Manager WEBB. That is all, Mr. President.
Recross-examination by Mr. WORTHINGTON :

Q. When you said just now, * Yes; that is true,” in answer
to Mr. Weee's question, what did you mean?—A. What did I
mean?

Q. What was it you meant was true?—A. It was true that
we talked about the lighterage case.

Q. Do you mean to say it is true the judge asked the guestion
first?7—A. No; I do not say that. I say that we talked about it.

Q. How do you know that Mr. Robertson offered to sell his
interest in the Katydid culm dump to Capt. May's company and
could not do it?—A. He told me himself.

Q. Robertson told you?—A. Yes, sir.

Q). That is all you know about it—what Robertson told you?—
A. Yes, sir. There is the man there.

Q. Where?—A. Up there [indicating the gallery].

Q. I understood you to say to Mr. Wesp just now that you
tried to get the Katydid yourself before you went there with a
letter from Judge Archbald. That is not so, is it?—A. I got the
Robertson part of it, I told you; yes, sir.

Q. You did not go to Capt. May until you went there with a
letter from the judge?—A. No, sir.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is all.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I send to the desk
two questions which I should like to have the witness answer.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
asks that the questions submitted by him be propounded to
the witness. The Secretary will read them.

The Secretary read as follows:

Q. Was the docket which you saw in Judge Archbald’'s room in
writing or In print?

A. In print.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question offered by
the Senator from Georgia will be read by the Secretary.

The Secretary read as follows: :

Q. Please describe the appearance of the docket, and state at what
place, with reference to the top or bottom of the page, the Erie cases
were printed in the docket.

A. They were printed on top of the page.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness may refire.
managers will call their next witness.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, we do not wish the
witness to be discharged at this time, because we may desire to
recall him.

I did not understand what lighterage was

The
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
main in attendance.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. 1 think it should be understood that
no witnesses are to be discharged unless counsel on both sides
consent.
mTlae PRESIDENT pro tempore,

el.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Do you mean to say—I ask for
information—that if we are through with a witness and hear
no expression of a desire on the part of the respondent that the
witness attend further upon the court, we shall not have him
discharged until we get the consent of the opposing counsel?

The ]PRESIDEB."I‘ pro tempore. That was the suggestion of
counsel,

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think it much better, if either side
wighes to discharge a witness, to ask the other side whether it
has any objection.

Mr, Manager CLAYTON. I ask that because I think in one
or two instances we have already, perbaps, dispensed with the
attendance of some of the witnesses, and it seems to me that
that makes a very difficult rule for us to follow. DBut we will
do the best we can.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a different case alto-
gether. The suggestion refers only to witnesses put upon the
stand.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I meant it to apply to those who are
subpenaed. As a matter of fact, we have refrained from issu-
ing subpenas to witnesses because we have understood they
would be brought here by the managers on the part of the
House. I think it might be very troublesome if a witness sub-
penaed here should be discharged without our knowing it. It
is very easy to arrange the matter. Counsel and the managers
are here together every day, and we can communicate with
them by telephone when we are not here.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the matter is ar-
ranged between counsel, the Chair suggests that if the counsel
for the respondent desires a witness it is perfectly competent
for him to subpecena the witness on his own account.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I would say, in fairness to the
managers on the part of the House, that in gquite a number of
instances gentlemen having important business engagements
have asked the managers to let them go home, and, if needed, to
call them back by wire and they would come. We have done
that in a number of instances. Now, it may be developed in
the case that we may not want to call back those gentlemen.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has already sug-
gested to counsel for the respondent that if he desires the at-
tendance of any witness who has also been subpenaed by the
managers, it is competent for counsel to subpeena him, and
that will insure his attendance.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. That is entirely satisfactory.

Mr. Manager WEBB. Mr. President, Mr. STeERLING, one of
the managers, will examine the next witness, who is Mr. W. A,
May.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Call in the witness,

TESTIMOXY OF WILLIAM A. MAY.

William A. May, having been duly sworn, was examined and
testified as follows:

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Where do you live?—A.
Scranton, Pa.

Q. How long have you lived in Seranton?—A. Thirty-nine
years.

Q. What is your business?—A. I am now vice president and
general manager of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.

Q. Where is the office of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?—A.
Their office is in Dunmore, Pa.

Q. Where is Dunmore with reference to Scranton?—A., It is
a suburb of Scranton, joining it.

Q. How long have you been vice president and general mana-
ger of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?—A. About one year.

Q. How long have you been connected with that company?—
A. Since July 1, 1873.

Q. In what capacity were you connected with the Hillside
company prior to the time you became manager and vice presi-
dent ?—A. Before becoming vice president and general manager
I was general manager. Previous to that I was superintendent.

Q. Are the duties of your office now as vice president and
general manager substantially the same as they were prior to
a year ago?—A, They are substantially the same.

Q. What is the relation of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. to
the Erie Railroad Co.?—A. The Erie controls the Hillside Coal
& Iron Co.

Q. In what way does it control it?—A. I believe by stock
ownership,

Yes. The wiitness will re-

That will be the order given,

Q. Does the Erie Railroad Co. as a corporation own the Hill-
side Coal & Iron Co.?—A. I believe so.

Q. All of it?—A. I so understand.

Q. Who are the officers of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?—
A. Mr. F. D. Underwood, president; G. A. Richardson, vice presi=
dent; D. W. Bigoney, treasurer; David Bossman, secretary.

Q. Who is president of the Erie Railroad Co.7—A. Mr. F. D.
Underwood. .
Q. How long has he been president?—A. I ean not tell yon.

Q. He is also president of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.7—
A. He is.

Q. Do you hold any official position with the Erie Railroad
Co.?—A. I do not.

Q. Who is the general counsel for the Erie Railroad Co.7—
A. Mr, George F. Brownell,

Q. What office, if any, does he hold in the Hillside Coal &
Iron Co.?—A. He is general solicitor.

Q. He is general solicitor for both of those corporations?—
A. He is vice president and general solicitor for the Erie and
general solicitor for the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.

Q. Mr. Richardson is vice president of the Erie Railroad
Co.7—A. He is.

Q. What is his office, if any, with the Hillside Coal & Iron
Co.?—A. He is vice president.

Q. Who is your immediate superior officer?—A. Mr. Itich-
ardson.

Q. In the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?—A. He is.

Q. Do you know Judge Archbald?—A. I do.

Q. Do you know H, J, Willlams?—A. I do.

Q. How long have you known B. J. Willlams?—A. I think I
first met him about 20 years ago.

Q. Has your acguaintance with him been continuous since
that time?—A, It has not.

Q. To what extent does your acquaintance with E. J. Wil-
liams go?—A. Very slight.

Q. Have you had any business negotiations with him?—A. I
?_uve not, except in the case of the Katydid dump, now in ques-
ion,

Q. What do you mean by the Katydid dump?—A. Tt is a culm
dump made by the operations of the Katydid colliery.

Q. Describe briefly what you mean by a culm dump.—A. Culm
is the refuse coal made in preparing coal for market.

Q. How is the refuse made?—A. By breaking up run-of-mine
coal, running it through the breaker and making it into the
various sizes,

Q. A culm dump is not made except as an incident to mining
coal, is it?—A. That is all

Q. And is thrown aside, and at one time was abandoned as
refuse?—A, That is correct,

Q. And as worthless?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the accumulation of this refuse at the different col-
lieries are called culm dumps?—A. Yes, sir,

Q. Or culm banks?—A. Yes, sir; coal dumps or coal banks.

Q. In the mining of what kind of coal is the culm bank cre-
ated ?—A. Anthracite coal.

Q. Where is the Katydid culm bank situated?—A. It is situ-
ated near Moosie, Pa.

Q. Where is that, with reference to Scranton?—A. Moosic is
about 5 miles away.

lQ. You are familiar with the Katydid colm bank?—A. Yes,
gir.

Q. T will ask you to state what were the beginnings of the
negotiations for the sale of the Katydid bank to Mr. Willilams.—
A. Mr. Williams brought to me a letter from Judge Archbald.
That was the beginning.

Q. Before that had not Judge Archbald telephoned you in
regard to it?—A. He may have done so. I do not remember it,
though.

Q. Did you not suggest to Judge Archbald in the conversation
over the phone that he send you a letter?—A. It may be pos-
sible; I do not remember,

Q. In any event, Mr, Williams came to you with a letter ?—A.
Yes, sir; he did.

.]llllr. Manager STERLING., I ask that this be marked as an
exhibit.

The letter referred to was marked “ Exhibit No. 11.”

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Look at Exhibit No. 11,
Mr. May, and state if that is the letter Mr. Williams brought to
you about the day it bears date—A. (After examination.) That
is the letter.

Mr. Manager STERLING (to Mr. Worthington).
want to see it?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. We are familiar with it.

Mr. Manager STERLING. We offer the letter, and will ask
the Clerk to read it.

Do you




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

165

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
it will be marked and read.

The letter referred to was marked “ Exhibit No. 11" and was
read, as follows:

In the absence of objeetion,

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 11}
(Tnited States Commerce Court, Washington.)
ScpaNTON, PA., March 31, 1911,
W. A, May, E

Superiiitendent Hillside Coal & Iron Co.
Dear 8im: F write to inguire whether your company will ose of
iour interest in the Katydid culm dump belonging to the old Robertson
Law eperation at Brownsville? And, if so, will you kindly put a

price ugon itx
fours, very truly, R. W. ARCHBALD.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING). I wish you would look
at the motation at the bottom of the letter and state who put
that there—A. I put the upper notation; that is, just below the
signature. That is in my handwriting.

Q. When did you do that?—A. On March 31, 1911.

Q. Please read your notation.—A., “Have asked Beyea to
have an estimate made of the quantity of material in this bank.™

Q. Who is Beyea?—A. He is the land agent.

Q. When Mr. Willlams presented that letter to you, just
siate what he said to you and what you said to him.—A. I do
not remember anything he said to me.

Q. Do you remember the substance?—A. I do not.

Q. What did you say to him?—A. I took the letter and put
thie notations thereon. I do not remember what I said to him.
Whether I told him I would have an examination made or not,
I do not remember.

Q. To refresh your recollection, My, May, did youn net say to
him that it was not the pelicy of the railroad eompany or the
Hillside Ceal & Iron Co. to dispose of its coal properties?—A.
I do not believe I said so.

Q. Did you write Judge Archbald——A, I did not.

Q). In reply to that letter?—A. I did not.

Q. Did you not send any word to Judge Archbald by Mr. Wil-
liams at that time?—A. I do not remember.

€. Do you say now that you did not?—A. I do not say that I
did or that I did not.

€. Do you say that you probably did?—A. I would not.

Q. Do you know whether or not you made any answer in any
way, either by letter or by word, through Mr. Williams to Judge
Archbald to that letter?—A. I do not remember what I said.

€. What did you do next after you had made the notation on
the letter?—A. I do not remember what I did.

Q. Did you order an estimate made of it?—A. I did

Q. When?—A. The notation was on there.

Q. When did you do it, I am asking you?—A. Mareh 31, 1911

Q. Why did yon do thai?—A. Because we wanted to get at
the quantity of material in the bank.

€. Did My. Beyea make an estimate of the material?—A. He
did nof.

Q. Why did he not?—A. He gave it to the engineer in his
office to malke it.

Q. Was it made by your cffice or by your company 7—A. The
estimate was made.

Q. When?—A. Shortly after this date.

(). What was done about it, then, when you got the esti-
mate?—A. The estimate was made, the sizes of the coal ar-
rived at, and then the matter was brought again to my at-
tention.

Q. By whom?—A. By Mr. Beyea and by Mr. F. A. Johnson,
who arrived at the quantity, or rather the percentage, of the
various sizes in the bank.

Q. What did you do when you got the report from the engi-
neer >—A. Nothing was doune, as 1 recall it; nothing was done
at that particular time.

Q. What did you next do with reference fo the matier?—A.
The next thing I recall is that I spoke to Mr. Richardson
about it.

(). Had you heard again from Judge Archbald between the
81st of March and the time you spoke to Richardson with ref-
erence to it?—A. I do not remember that I did.

. What did you and Mr. Richardson do with reference to
it*—A. When he visited the mines T spoke to him about it.

Q. What did you say td him?—A. We merely discussed the
advisability of selling the dump and concluded not to sell it.

Q. And concluded not to sell it?—A. At that time.

Q. How is that?—A, We concluded we wonld do nothing at
that time.

Q. You deelded that it was against the policy of the company
to sell its coal property and determined not to sell it—A. Not
necessarily in that way.

Q. Not necessarily? Did you do it or did you not do it?
YWhat was the result of your conference with reference to

ﬁlfng the Katydid?—A. The matter was dropped for the time
ne.

Q. What conclusion did you come to with Mr. Richardson
with reference to selling- the Katydid?—A. We simply stopped
at that point—did nothing move,

Q. You decided not to sel it?—A. We decided not to sell it.

€. Then Willlams came to you again, did he not?—A. Ile
might have eome to me again.

Q. What did you say to him then——A. I do not remember.

Q. After you and Mr. Richardson had concluded not to sell
it?—A. I do not remember.

Q. He came then with a letter from the judge, did he not?—
A. I have no recollection of geiting a letter from the judge
through Mr, Williams,

Q. Did you not say to Mr. Williams when he ecame to you
after you conferred with Richardson that you were not going to
sell the Katydid?—A. I might have done so; I do not remember.

Q. Did you learn then, after Williams had been to yeu that
time, that be had gone back to Judge Archbald?—A. I did not.

©Q. When did you next hear of this negotiation for this Katy-
did coal bank on the part of Judge Archbald and Mr. Wil-
liams?—A. I think it was in August.

Q. Abeut what time in August?—A. Abent the 25th of Aungust.

€. Where did you hear of it?—A. In New York.

Q. Where?—A. In Mr. Richardsen’s office.

Q. Both his office and Mr. Brownell's office are in New
York*—A. They are.

€. At the same place, are they not?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did Richardson say to you then?—A. As I recall it,
he told me to take up the Katydid dump matter again.

Q. With whom?—A. With Mr. Williams.

Q. Did he say why?—A. He told me that Judge Archbald
had seen him.

Q. Did he tell you when Judge Archbald had seen him?—A,
He did not.

Q. Did he tell you where he had seen him?—A. I do not re-
call that.

Q. Did he not tell you that Judge Archbald had come to his
offices in New York; that he desired to buy the Katydid ceal
dump, and that he had told Judge Archbald that he would take
it up with you again? Is not that what he said to you?—A. I
think that is so.

Q. That is substantially what he said to you?—A. Yes.

Q. And from that you began negotiations again for the sale
of the Katydid coal dump?—A. I did.

Q. What did you do?—A. I casually met Judge Archbald and
told him——

Q. You say you casually met him. What do you mean by
casually meeting him%*—A. [ accidentally met him, then.

Q. Where did you meet him?—A. I met him on the street.

Q. When?—A. I think the 20th of Aungust.

Q. Four days after you had been in New York?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you say to him?—A. As nearly as I recall it I
told him to send Mr. Williams up to see me about the Katydid
banlk.

Q. Why did you send that message by Judge Archbald?—A,
I incidentally met him and told him because the letter had orig-
inaly come from him.

Q. And Mr. Richardson told you to open up negotiations
again with Williams, you say?—A. Yes.

Q. The reason you tokl Judge Archbald to send Williams to
you again was because you knew that Judge Arehbald was in-
terested in the proposed purchase of the coal dump. Is not
that true?—A. Not necessarily.

Q. You say “mnot necessarily.” Now, was it true or not?
Did you suppose that he was inferested at that time?—A. I
knew he was interested, but what the character of his interest
was I did not know.

Q. Did Williams come up to see you after you sent word to
him by Judge Archbald?—A. He did.

Q. The same day?—A. No, sir.

Q. When?—A. I think it was the next day.

Q. Then what did you do when Willilams came?—A. I told
him that I would recommend the sale of the dump for $4,500.
I do not remember whether I told him I would write him, but
because of that interview I wrote a letter.

Q. To Mr. Willinms?—A. To Mr. Willlams,

Q. When you met Judge Archbald on the street, what else did
you say to him besides telling him to send Mr. Willlams up to
see you?—A. Nothing that I recall. .

Q. Did you not say to him that you would let them have the
Katydid coal dump?—A. No, sir; I do not reecall.

Q. You told him what you wanted to see Williams about,
did you not?—A. I de not think I did. I might have. I do
not remember.,
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Q. Ts this the letter [exhibiting], marked Exhibit One-half,
in which you say to Mr. Williams that you recommend the sale
of whatever interest the Hillside Co. have?—A. (Examining.)
That is the letter.

Q. It is the letter you have just referred to?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What ocecurred next, after you had written that letter to
Mr., Williams, the one dated August 30?7—A. I think the next
thing was the bringing of Mr. Bradley to my oflice by Mr.
Williams.

Q. When was that?—A. That was in April of this year.

Q. Do you remember about what time it was?—A. It must
have been about April 8 or 9.

Q. Who came with Mr. Bradley to your office?—A. Mr.
Williams.

Q. What occurred there?—A. Mr. Williams introduced Mr.
Bradley to me as a purchaser of our interest in the Katydid
dump.

Q. In this letter of August 30 you propose to sell the interesc
of the Hillside Co. for $4,500. Now, when Williams came there
with Bradley, did they state to you the terms on which Bradley
was taking the property 2—A. No; they did not.

(. You say they did not?—A. They did not.

Q. Go ahead and state what was said.—A. As nearly as I
remember it, I asked Mr. Bradley for references as to his
finanecial responsibility, and he gave me the references; and as
I was going down to the Consolidated breaker, which is situated
in that vieinity, I told him I would go down to the dump with
them, and I did go down to the dump, I think that afternoon,
and Mr. Bradley looked at it and said he was willing to take it.

Q. At what price? —A. At $4,500 for everything below pea
size, and to pay royaliy on pea and above.

Q. You say that Bradley said he would take it at that price?—
A. He did.

Q. Was not that the price at which Williams and Archbald
were buying it?%—A. It was the price that they were to get it at.

Q. From you?—A. From us.

Q. But you knew they had sold it to Bradley for $20,000?—
A. 1 did not.

Q. Did you know what price they had sold it at?—A. T did
nof.

Q. Then Bradley did not say he would take it at $4,500, did
he?—A. No; he said that he was willing to take the bank, after
looking at it. I do not believe he said he would take it at

r

Q. Did you not know of an effort on the part of Williams and
Archbald to sell this property to Conn?—A. I did.

Q). Then this was not the next thing that occurred. What
was it with reference to the sale of the property to Conn?—A.
The sale of the property to Conn was his request from me to
know what our investigations disclosed as to what the bank con-
tained. That is my recollection.

Q. That inquiry was from Conn?—A. That was from Conn.

Q. Had you received a letter from Judge Archbald prior to
that about the sale to Conn?—A. No; I think that Mr. Conn
inquired before that letter came.

Q. Look at this letter [presenting letter], Exhibit 12, and
state if you got that letter from Judge Archbald?—A. ( Examin-
ing letter.) Yes, sir; I got that letter from Judge Archbald.

Q. What date does it bear?—A. November 29, 1911.

(). Did you make any notations on that letter?—A. No, sir.

Mr. Manager STERLING. Just give it to the clerk. We
offer it, Mr. President, and ask that it be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read.

Mr, Manager STERLING. Did you want to see it, Mr, Worth-
ington? :

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Oh, no.

The Secretary read as follows:

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 12.]
ScraxToN, November 29, 1911,

W. A. May, Esq.,
General Manager Hillside Coal & Iron Co.

My DEAR CapT. MAY: I have closed a deal on behalf of Mr. Williams
for the Katydid enim dump with the Laurel Line Co,, as reported to
you by telephone this morning, and am therefore ready to close with
you at any time you indicate—the earlier the betiter. I’lease let me
ook over the papers you have drawn before you execute them. I go
to Washington on Monday for a few days, and, if not too much to ask,
I would like before I go to get the preliminaries disposed of,

Yery truly, yours,
. R. W. ARCHBALD.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING). The letter that has just
been read, marked Exhibit 12, was in the handwriting of Judge
Archbald, was it not?—A. It was.

Q. Did you answer that letter?—A. T answered the letter;
yes, sir,

Q. Look at Exhibit 13 [presenting letter] and state if that
is the answer which you made?—A, (Examining letter.) That is
the answer I made. .

Mr, Manager STERLING. We offer it in evidence, and I ask

the Clerk to read it. £
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read.
The Secretary read as follows:

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 13.]

DeceMBer 1, 1011,
Hon. R. W. ARCHBALD, Seranton, Pa.

My Dear JupGge; Your note of the 20th ultimo, telling me of the
consummation of the sale of the Katydid culm dump and requesiing
that the papers for the sale of the Hillside's interest be submitted to
yon before you leave for Washington on the 4th instant, is received.

I regret very much that I can not have the papers ready by that
time. shall, however, take the matter up with our attorneys to-day
and do the very best I can. If it were not necessary to submit the
papers to our New York office I could do as you wish, but that is the
obstacle.

Yours, very truly, ————
General Manager.
Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Mr. May, the letter just

read was not the original?—A. No, sir.

Q. That was just a copy of the letter which you sent to Judge
Archbald?—A. Just a copy.

Q. Look at Exhibit 14 [presenting letter] and state if yon re-
ceived that letter from Judge Archbald.—A. (Examining let-
ter.) I received that letter from Judge Archbald.

Mr. Manager STERLING. We offer it and ask that it be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read it.

The Secretary read as follows:

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 14.]

(United States Commerce Court, Washington.)
SceaxTox, PA., December 1§, 1911,

My DrAr CAPT. MAY : The closer I look into the claim of Mr. Robert-
gon, the more I am impressed with the idea that it is something sub-
stantial. And the less, on the other hand, do I feel that there is very
much consideration to be given to the Everhart end of it. In order,
however, to relieve the matter of any question, I am endeavoring to see
whether 1 can securc from them and from the E. & G. Brookes Co.
peopie a release of their respective interests, for which I have made
them what I conside: a fair offer. In the meantime, may I ask that
you regard the price which yon have given us for the Hillside Coal &
Iron Co. Interest as confidential.

Yours, very truly, R. W. ArCHBALD.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Mr. May, when yon re-
ceived that letter did you form the opinion then that Judge
Archbald had a pecuniary interest in this tramsaction?—A\. I
arrived at no conclusion as to his interest.

Q. He spoke about the price he was paying for it in that
letter? Did it occur to you that he himself had any interest
in the dump?—A. I did not know what interest he had.

Q. That is not the question, Mr. May. Did it occur to you
from the letter which he wrote you at that time that he was
buying this on his own account or that he had an interest in
the dump?—A. I did not know what his interest was.

Q. I am not asking you that. Did it occur fo you that he
had any interest at all in it?—A. He might have had an interest
of some kind, but what his interest was I do not know.,

Q. Well, you thought he had an interest of some kind in if,
did you not?—A. Of some kind; but just what it was I did not
know.

Q. Then you replied to that letter by XExhibit 15, did yon not
[handing a letter to the witness]?>—A. (After examination.) I
did.

Mr, Manager STERLING. Will the Secretary please read the
letter which we offer?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

[U. 8. 8. Exhibit 15.]

Hon. R. W. ArRCHBALD, Seranton, Pa.

My Dear Jupce: Your letter of the 14th instant in regard to claim
of Mr. Robertson, stating that you were trying to get in touch with the
E. & G. Brooks Co. people, ete., and requesting that I say nothing about
the price given you by the Hillside Coal & Irom Co. for its interest, is
received.

I shall say nothing to anyone about our interest.

Yours, very truly,

DECEMBER 13, 1911,

Yice President and General j.l'mfugrr. .

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) That is a copy of the let-
ter which you sent to Judge Archbald, is it not?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. It was not until April, until Mr. Bradley came with Mr.
Williams to your office, as I understood you?—A. It was in
April.

IQ. And after you had gone with Mr. Bradley to look at the
dump did you have any meeting with him?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. When was it that you told him or that he told you that he
would take the dump?—A. I think it was when we were on the
dump.

Q. Was there any arrangement made at that time about draw-
ing up the contract?—A. I think there was; at least the form
was drawn.
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Q. When?—A. It was drawn within a day or two after we
were down at the bank. g

Q. To whom was that contract made?—A. To Mr. Williams.

Q. It is the contract that was offered in evidence here yester-
day, iz it not?—A. I presume so.

Mr, WORTHINGTON., That is admitted.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Well, it is this contract
without date, or proposed contract, marked “ Exhibit 5,” in
which it is stated that the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. grants and
conveys unto Edward J. Williams all its right, title, and interest
to the Katydid culm bank. That [showing the paper to the
witness] is the contract which you drew up at that time, is it
not?—A, That is the form.

Q. And what did youn do with it?—A. T sent that form fo Mr.
Bradley,

Q. With a letter?—A. With a letter.

Q. Is the letter in here [indicating]?—A. I do not know.

Mr. Manager STERLING (to Mr, Manager Wesr). Did you
offer that letter yesterday?

Mr. Manager WEBB. Yes.

The Secrerary. It is Exhibit 6.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Is this letter, marked
“ Exhibit 6,” signed by yourself, and dated April 11, the letter
which accompanied the contract which you sent to Mr. Brad-
ley *—A. That is the letter, but it is signed by my chief clerk.

Q. Is not that your signature?—A. It is my signature; but he
signed it.

Q. Well, it was signed on your authority?—A. Yes; it was.

Q. That was a copy that you looked at, was it not?—A. I"

think it was.

Q. Now look at this [handing paper to the witness] and see
if this is not the original—the upper part of it?—A. Yes; that is
correct; that is the original.

). Look at the notation at the bottom in . Who
{:lut Elmt at the bottom of that letter?—A. The typewritten por-

on?

Q. Yes, sir—A. My stenographer.

Mr. Manager STERLING. That is Exhibit 16, is it not, I
will inquire of the Secretary?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is marked “ Exhibit 16.”

Mr. Manager STERLING. We offer Exhibit 16, including the
typewritten statement at the boitom under the signature, I
ask to have the entire letter and the notation read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

y [U. 8. 8. Exhibit 16.]

[{(Pennsylvania Coal Co., Hillside Coal & Iron Co., New York, S e-
hanna & Western Coal Co., Northwestern Mining & Exchange Co.,
Blossburg Coal Co.)

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL MANAGER,

Scranton, Pa., April 11, 1912,
Mr. RicHARD BRADLEY, Peckrille, Pa.

Dear Sin: Herewith please find pro form of agreement con-
veying the interest of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. In the culm piles on
the surface of lot 406, situate partly in Lackawanna and partly in
(Luzerne Countles, Pa.

Will you please confer with Mr. E. J. Willlams, to whom T have
sent a copy of this letter, in regard to the form herewith and advise
whether or not same meets with your ap]imva.l. If the agreement is
satisfactory to you, it will submitted to the executive o rs of the
Hillside Coal & Iron Co. for their consideration and approval.

Yours, very traily, N

15 Mar,
Vice President and General Manager.

Inc.

ArrIin 12, 1912,
This letter and the attached form were refurned to me at the Laurel
Line station at 1.10 p. m., April 12, 1912, by Mr, Bradley, who stated
that the form was satisfactory to him. Y at the same time told him
that notice was served on me by C. P. Holden not to dispose of the
interest of the E. & G. Brook Land Co., as bhe held an optlon, and also
8 a small interest, and a notlce

in the name of his wife, who also ha
from James E. Heckel, administrator of the James Everhart estate,

which is the owner of five twenty-fourths. Mr. Bradley wanted to
know whether he should go down there to-day, he being on the way
there at the time I saw him. I told him I saw no objectlons to him
golmi down, but I would have to consult our attorneys before going
any further with the matter. He did not say whether he had seen Mr.
Williams or not.

W. A. ML

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) That was the notation
that you put at the bottom of the letter after Bradley had
returned it to you?—A. Yes, sir.

5 Q. %nd after he had returned it to you at your request?—A.
es, sir.

Q. That occurred the next day, or two days, after you had
sent that letter with the contract to Mr. Bradley?—A. It oc-
curred on the 12th of April, and I sent it on the 11th.

Q. The next day?—A. The next day.

Q. Now, what had occurred in the meantime fo cause you
to change your mind with reference to selling that dump to Mr.

Williams?—A. Mr. C. P. Holden called on me at my office and
objected to the sale of our interest. On the morning of the
12th I received two or three letters, one from him, one from
his attorney, and I think one from the administrator of the
James Everhart estate.

Q. Do you know how it came about that all these people sent
these letters in to you at that time, just at the time you were
about to convey your interest?—A. I do not know why. -

Q. Do you think it remarkable that all these persons would
get these letters in there objecting to the sale of that property
after it bad been lying dormant there for so long and they had
never made any claim to it?—A. Not necessarily,

Q. You do not think it strange at all?—A. Not at all. ;

Q. They did not object to your selling your interest in it,
did they?—A. There was a question as to——

Q. Just answer my question. In your notation you say that
they objected to your selling their interest in it. Did they ob-
ject to your selling their interest in it, or did they object to the
Hillside Coal & Iron Co. selling its interest in it?—A. They
objected to a sale of any kind, as I understood it.

Q. Then your notation is not correct?—A. That may be.

Q. Did you consider it of any importance that somebody else
would notify you not to sell the interest of the Hillside Coal &
Iron Co, in this dump?—A. It was of importance to us.

Q. You were not selling anything but your interest, were
you?—A. That was all.

Q. This contract which you had prepared to send to Bradley
simply specified that you were conveying the right, title, and
interest of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?—A. That is right.

Q. And you were not intending to warrant anything, were
you?—A. But——

Q. Wait. Yon were not intending in that contract to warrant
anything, were you?—A. We were not going to warrant any-
thing ; but we had other interests that I had to look after, and
this was a very small matter.

Q. Just answer my question. Ts it not a faect that between
the time you sent this contract to Bradley and the time yom
met him at the Laurel Station and demanded it back it had
developed that this investigation was going on from the De-
partment of Justice with reference to Judge Archbald’'s con-
nection with this deal and the Erie Railroad Co.?—A. If it did
I did not know it.

Q. Had you not heard——A. T had not.

Q. Had you not heard just at that time, when it was begin-
ning to be rumored about the streets of Scranton——A. I had

not.

Q. Wait—that an agent was there from the Department of
Justice investigating these deals which Judge Archbald was hay-
ing with the railroad companies, and was not that the reason
you demanded this contract back from Bradley ?—A. It was not.

Q. At what hour of the day did you see Bradley?—A. About
1 o'clock.

Q. On the 12th?—A. On the 12th.

Q. And you had mailed this contract to him on the 11th?—
A, On the 11th,

Q. What time of day had you mailed it?7—A. I think it was
mailed in the afternoon.

Q. Of the 11th?—A. Yes; of the 11th.

Q. Now, when was it that these letters which you speak of
came into your hands from these people notifying you not to
sell?—A. On the morning of the 12th.

Q. They were all there on the morning of the 12th?—A. Not
all of them. There were two or three; some came later.

Q. Did you get information from anybody, or did somebody
tell youn, that a tip had gone out from the office of the Hillside
Coal & Iron Co. that they wanted an excuse for withdrawing
this contract, and for that reason had these letters sent in
there?—A. No, sir.

Q. At any rate, you refused to make the conveyance to Mr.
Williams at that time, did you?—A. I did at that time,

Q. Now, going back, it was during the negotiations after yon
had received that letter in April from Judge Archbald, after
you had talked with Mr. Richardson and had a conference with
him—I mean the conference in which you and he determined
not to sell the Katydid coal dump—that you and he changed
your minds with reference to it, or he changed his mind and
gave you different directions from what he had given you
before?—A., He told me——

Q. Wait now. That occurred, did it not, between those
dates?—A. Please repeat that question. I did not get it. I
want to answer it.

Q. Between the time that you got the letter from Judge
Archbald in April and after the time that you and Richardsen
had conferred and decided not to sell the Katydid coal dump—




168

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

DECEMBER 5,

it was after that and before you sent word by Judge Archbald
to Willinins that you would sell him the mine—that you and he
changed your minds with reference to selling the coal dump,
was it not?—A. There was no change in my mind, but Mr,
Richardson told me to take the matter up again.

Q. And he told you that Judge Archbald had been to New
York to see him at that time, did he not?—A. That is as I
remember it.

Q. Did he tell you when he was in New York?—A. No; he
did not, as I recall.

; &]'J Do you know when he was in New York?—A. Judge Arch-
ald?

Q. Yes.—A. I do not.

Q. What effect did the fact that Judge Archbald appeared to
be interested in this proposition have upon the Hillside Coal &
Iron Co. and the Erie Railroad Co. with reference to the change
of policy?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, I object to that ques-
tion except as it may refer to what is in the witness's own
mind to what he knows of his own knowledge with reference to
the others.

Mr. Manager STERLING. I am merely asking for his knowl-
edge about it—if he has knowledge.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. If I understand it is confined to his
knowledge, of course I do not object; but we do not want any
hearsay.

The Wrrsess. Will you repeat that question?

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) What effect did the fact

that Judge Archbald appeared at that {ime to have an interestin |

this dpmp have upon the officials of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.
and the Erie Railroad Co. with reference to changing their
policy in regard to selling this coal dump?—A. I do not know.
I only know that Mr. Richardson, in the ordinary course of busi-
ness, told me to take the matter up again and see what could
be done with it.

Q. Now, that is not all he told you, is it?—A. That is all I
remember.

Q. e told you that Judge Archbald had been to see him, did
he not?—A. Yes; that is correct.

Q. And you talked about the fact that Robert W. Archbald
was a judge of the Federal court, did you not, at that time?—
A. No, gir; we did not.

Q. And do you not know as a fact that because Judge Archbald
saw him about it and because he was a judge of the Federal
court was the reason that you changed your mind with refer-
ence to the sale of the Katydid dump?—A. Not at all.

Q. Did you not swear to that before the committee?—A. I
did not.

Q. Well, you would not have sold it to Williams, would you ?—
A. No:; we would not.

Q. You would not have sold it to anybody else, would you?—
A. Yes; we would.

Q. What is the answer?—A. We would have if there had been
no entanglements or complications in connection with it.

Q. Why would you not sell it to Williams until after Judge
Archbald came into the deal?—A. Because I did not consider
him responsible.

Q. You knew that he was not paying a dollar for it; that he
was just getting an option and depending on the sale of it to
pay you anyhow, even with Judge Archbald in it, did you not?—
A. I do not remember that I knew what he was going to do
with it.

Q. Did you know when you made this contract with Bradley
that Mr. Bradley was to give you a check for $4,5007—A. Yes;
that was subsequent.

Q. You knew, then, that Bradley was paying to you the price
which they had agreed to pay you?—A. Yes; that was in April,
but the letter was given to Mr. Williams in August of the previ-
ous year. Of course at the time—

Q. You were not expecting Judge Archbald or Williams to
. pay anything until they sold it, anyhow, were you?—A. I do not
remember that I thought anything about it.

Q. Did you ever ask him for pay after you told him he could
have it?—A. No, sir; I did not.

Q. It was in August—the 30th day of August—that you wrote
that letter to Willlams——A. It was,

Q. Stating the terms on which he could have it?—A. It was.

Q. They did not pay you then, and they never offered to pay
 you; and not until April, until Bradley came there and agreed
to take the mine from Williams and Archbald, was anything said
about the Hillside Iron & Coal Co. getting its forty-five hundred
dollars?—A. Bradley was the first man that offered to pay us,
or, rather, he was the first man we expected to get any pay
from.

Q. Why wonld you not have been just as secure in your pay
if you had sold it to Williams on those terms as you were in
selling it to Williams and Archbald?

The Wirxess. Please repeat that.

Q. Why were you not just as secure in getting your pay, if
you had sold it to Williams on those same terms, as you were
by selling it to Archbald and Williams together?—A. No, sir.

Q. Why not?—A. Because we did not know where the money
was to come from.

Q. You knew it was not to come from anywhere until they
sold it. You were giving them an option and if they did not
sell it they would not take it from you.—A. If they had offered
the price themselves, we would have accepted that of course.

Q. But you did not expect them to do that?—A. I do not
remember anything——

Q. Although Archbald was in it, you did not expect them to
do that?—A. I do not know.

Q. You expected to wait for your money until they had sold it
and that is what you did do, although Archbald was in it; i
not that true?—A. That is what we did in Bradley's case.

Q. Now, let me ask you. You testified last summer before
the Committee on the Judiciary in this investigation?—A. I did.

Q. I will ask you if this question was asked you by Chair-
man CLAYTON :

The CHAIRMAN. What I want to know, Mr. May, to be perféctly
frank with you, is, was it on account of Judge Archbald's influence with
you that you afterwards wrote Williams this letter of August 30, in
which you signified a desire to sell the property?

And did you not make this answer:

Mr. May. It was the receipt of Judge Archbald's letter, in the first
glnce, that cansed me to make the examination. Even after August
l—or August 30—and up to April of this year I have refused to
sell the bank, or our interest in the bank.

And then this question:

The CHAIRMAN., Then you pald no attention to Williams in his
nogotiations, except whenever he presented a re?zuest from Judge Arch-
bald, about the sale of this property. Is that the fact?

And your answer :

Mr. May. I think that is so.

A. That is correct. I answered that way.

Q. You would answer the question the same way now ?*—A.
I do.

Q. And then this question by Chairman CLAYTON :

It was through Judge Archbald's influence that Willlams was getting
or ﬁreeking tayget from you the sale of this property?

A. That is right. But if you will allow me, I should like to
add to that——

Mr, Manager STERLING. Wait until I ask you these gues-

tions:
Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) And were you asked this
question :

The CHAIRMAN, And without Judge Archbald’'s influence Mr, Willlams
could not even hnve had an investigatlon of the value and the title of
that pro l{\m el

The Cn.;mm He could not have done that?
Mr. May. No.

That is correct?—A. That is correct.

Q. And this guestion:

The CHAIRMAN, It was through Jud
liams was enabled to have you make t
of the property, the physical contents of the culm bapk, and the legal
title? Is that true?

Mr. May, That is right.

A. That is correct.
Q. And this question:

The CHAIRMAN, And it was thrnugh Iudﬁ Archbald that you finally
slﬁulﬂed }'om.il wmingnem totse this culm
r. Y.

Archbald’s Influence that Wil-
8 investigation as to the value

d its sale.

Is that correct?—A. That is correct.

Q. And this question:

The CHAIRMAN, You would have had nothing to do with Willlams
without the influence or sug{estion of Judge Archbald?

Mr. May. No; I would nof

A. That is correct. Now may I say what I wanted to say a
moment ago?

Mr. Manager STERLING. Just a minute.

The WrTxEss. It is with reference to what you have asked.

Mr. Manager STERLING. You may make a statement, if
you desire to.

The WiITXESS. It was only the judgeship added to his influ-
ene:la as a man and in no other way that these answers were
made.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) As I understand you, then,
it was the fact of the judgeship and Robert W. Archbald as a
man that had its influence upon the Erie Railread Co. and the
Hillside Coal & Iron Co. that induced you to sell the Katydid
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c%&:li domp to Mr. Williams and Mr. Archbald?—A. It certainly
added——

Q. Wait; is that true now?—A. I want to explain.

Q. Can you not answer it yes or no?—A. No; I can not.

Mr. Manager STERLING. Go ahead and explain,

A, It simply added to his position; I mean as a man. The
thought was not with the expectation

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Not what the thought was
with reference to it. What I want to know is, what effect the
fact that Mr. Archbald was a judge had upon this transaction?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, I submit when a wit-
ness is asked what was operating in his mind he has a right and
should be allowed to answer. The witness was asked what he
was thinking, and he was proceeding to state what he was
thinking when counsel stopped him. I do not think that is
right. The witness should be allowed to finish his answer.

Mr. Manager STERLING. I withdraw the objection and will
let him answer.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness will answer the
question and make the explanation he desires.

The WrrNess. Only as it added to his influence, only as it
added fo his standing as a man, did it affect me. I had no
thought of influencing him as a judge.

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) It added what to his
standing as a man—the fact that he was a judge?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I will ask if this question was asked (p. 743) :

Mr. RUCKER. I am not asking you about your practice, but I am
asking vou a direct question: Did the fact of Judge Archbald's making
the application, he being a Federal judge, prompt you in whole or in
part to make this deal?

Mr. May. It might have influenced me.

That is correct ?—A. T want to add that——

Q. Wait. Did you answer that question in that way?—A. I
did.

Q. Did he ask this question, page 742:

Mr. RuckgEr. But when Judge Archbald wrote you and asked if you
wonld sell it, and if so, to fix a price, you Immediately set about to
do that work, did you not?

Mr, May., Yes; I did.

That is correct?—A. That is correct.

Q. And Mr. Rucker proceeded :

Let me ask you this direct question: He was on the Federal bench
at that time?

Mr. May. Yes: he was.

That is correct?—A. That is correct.

Q. You knew at the time that the Erie Railroad Co. had a
litigation pending in the Commerce Court, of which Judge Arch-
bald was a member, did you not?—A. I did not.

Q. Mr. Richardson knew it, of course, did he not?—A. I do
not know.

Q. He is connected with the general solicitor’s office there in
New York?—A. No, sir.

Q). How?—A. No, sir; he is not connected with the general
solicitor’s office.

Q). He is in the same office with the general solicitor?—A. He
has an office on the same floor. 11

Q. Right next to Mr. Brownell, the general solicitor 7—A. No,
sir. It is on the same floor; it is not right next door.

Q. It is all one suite of rooms occupied there by the Erie
Railroad Co.?—A. All of the rooms are occupied by the Erie
sompany, but Mr. Brownell’s is some distance away.

Q. Mr. Richardson told you that Mr. Brownell had brought
Judge Archbald into his office, did he not?—A. No; I do not
recall that.

Q. Did you not know at the time that Mr. Brownell had in-
troduced Judge Archbald to Mr. Richardson?—A. No; I do not
think I did.

Q. Mr. Brownell, of course, knew what litigation it had pend-
ing in the Commerce Court, did he not?—A. Why, presumably.

Q. I will ask you another guestion, referring to the record at
page T42:

Mr. Rucken. Then, T will ask you if the fact that Judge Archbald
was the judge before whom litigation might be taken had anything to
do with your determination to sell that property to Mr. Williams at
his, Judge Archbald's, request?

Mr, May. Well, it might have.

You answered in that way, did you not?—A. Well, it might
have, but I do not think it did.

Q. Mr. May, how many personal conversations have you had
with Judge Archbald, or did you have with him, about this
transaction prior to the time you withdrew this contract from
Bradley ?—A. I do not remember.

Q. About how many ?—A. I could not tell you.

(). Have you any estimate at all now of how many times yon
talked with him personally or over the phone about this?—A.
No; I bave not.

Q. It was quite a number of times, was it not?—A. No, sir;
I can not say; I do not know.

Q. Was it many or few?—A. Well, I do not know.

Q. You talked with him more times about it than you did
:lv_llth E. J. Williams, did you not?—A. No; I do not believe I

id.

Q. As many times?—A. I do not know.
your questions, but I can not do it.

Q. How many times did Judge Archbald call you up on thé
phone about it?—A. I do not know.

Q. Williams brought this first letter to you personally, did
he not—that was in March?—A. Yes.

Q. The 31st day of March?—A. Yes; he did. ;

Q. Then he came back in June and talked to you about it,
did he not?—A., I do not remember.

Q. You testified to that before, did you not?—A. I do not
remember it if I did. I would like to have the record read.

Q. In any event, Williams told you, did he not, in some con-
versation, that Judge Archbald was going to New York to see
Brownell ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. When did you first learn that he had been to New York?—
A. In June.

Q. In June?—A. No; I beg your pardon, not in June—in
August.

Q. Judge Archbald was there the 4th of Aungust. You say
you did not know it until the 25th of August?—A. I did not
know it until the 25th of August.

Q. And that is when Richardson told you that Judge Arch-
bald had been down there and told you in the same conversa-
tion to take up the negotiations again?—A. That is right.

Q. Is that the first time you had seen Richardson after the
4th of August?—A. That was the first time.

Q. He told you that he had told Judge Archbald he would
hal\(']e you do this, did he not?—A. I do not remember what he
said.

Q. And did he not also say to you at that time that Mr.
Brownell, the general solicitor, had brought Judge Archbald
into his office?—A. I do not remember that he did.

Q. I will ask you if the chairman did not ask you this ques-
tion, reading at page 722 of the record:

The CHAIRMAN., Did you refuse to talk business about the sale of
thﬁ Katydid eulm bank with Williams?

Mr. May., Yes; I did.

A, If it is there, I said that; yes, sir.

Q. (Reading:)

The CHAIRMAN., When was it you refused to talk over this matter of
the sale of the Katydid culm bank with Willlams?

Mr. May. I think it was the latter part of June.

That is correct, is it not?—A. If it is there it is correct.

Q. I read further: ;

The CHAIRMAN. Where was it, and when was it Williams saw you
at the time you have just mentioned?

Mr. May. I think it was in my office; but I do not remember.

The CHAIRMAN, In the latter part of June, to the best of your recol-
lection ¥

Mr., May. Yes, sir.

A. That is right,

Q. That was after you and Mr. Richardson had first con-
ferred and decided not to sell the coal dump?—A. That is
correet.

Q. And it was after Archbald’'s {rip to New York, and after
you had been to New York that you notified Archbald to send
Williams around and you would let him have it?—A. That is
correct,

Mr. Manager STERLING. Mr. President, I think we are
through with this witness now, but I would like to reserve the
right, if it is the intention to adjourn now, to ask him further
questions in the morning, if I see fit.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the under-
standing.

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, before adjourning
I will state that the witness for whom the order was taken
to-day for the attachment has come, and he is now in the cor-
ridor of the Senate Chamber, I believe. I should like him
to be brought in and to have him admonished to be present at

I want to answer

‘the session of the court to-morrow and until discharged. I

refer to Mr. James H. Rittenhouse.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness will be brought
into the presence of the court.

Mr. James H. Rittenhouse appeared in the Chamber.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. Witness, you are brought
hefore the court to be admonished that you must scrupulously
obey the orders you have received in the summons to appear
here and not to absent yourself without leave of the Senate.
You may now retire.

Thereupon Mr. Rittenhouse retired from the Chamber.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the manager on the
part of the House desire that the order for attachment be
vacafed?

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I ask that that be the course
pursued. .-

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order for the attachment
will, under the cirenmstances, be vacated, unless there be
objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I offer the order
send to the desk. e

The Secretary read as follows: o s b

Ordered, That the daily sessions of the Senate, sitting in the trial
of impeachment of Robert W. Archbald, shall until otherwise ordered
commence at 1 o'clock and 30 minutes in the afferncon and continue
until G o'clock in the afternoon of each day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection on the
part of any Senator fo the adoption of the order? If not, the
Chair will consider it as having been unanimously adopted.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move that the Benate sitting as
a Court of Impeachment adjourn. :

The motion was agreed to.

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives,
the respondent, and the counsel for the respondent retired from
the Chamber. ;

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CARL CAREY ANDERSON.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions
of the House on the death of my late colleague in that body be
laid before the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will
be read.

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows:

Ix THE HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 2, 1912,

House resolution 713,
Resolved, That the House has heard with
death of the Hon. CARL CAREY ANDERSON, &
State of Ohioe. .
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased.
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I offer the following reso-
lution and ask for its adoption.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read.
The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent,
and unanimously agreed to, as follows:
Senate resolution 403.

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep semsibility the am-
nouncement of the th of the Hon. CARL CAREY ANDERSON, late a
Representative from the State of Ohlo.

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE GEOEGE HERBERT UTTEE.

Mr., WETMORE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
tlie resolutions of the other House on the death of Representa-
tive Urter, of Rhode Island.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will
be read.

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows:

Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 2, 1912,

rofound sorrow of the
presentative from the

' Houge resolution T14.

Resolved, That the House has heard with prefound sorrow of the
death of Hon. Gromgs HrmeEer UTTER, late a Member of the House
from the State of Rhode Island.

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be dlrected to transmit a copy
of these resolutions to the Senate and send a copy thereof to the family
of the deceased.

Mr. WETMORE. Mr. President, I offer the following resolu-
tions, and ask for their adoption.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode
Island offers resolutions, which will be read.

The resolutions were read, considered by unanimous congent,
and unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Senate resolution 401.

Resolved, That the SBenate has heard with profound sorrow the an-
nouncement of the death of Hon, Guorce H, TTER, late & Representa-
tive from the State of Rhode d.

Resolved, That the Secretary communieate & copy of these reésolu-
tions to the House of Representatives and to the family of the de-

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RICHARD E, CONNELL.

| Mr. ROOT. BMryr. President, I ask that the resolutions of the
House of Representatives on the death of the late Representa-
tive CoNmELL may be laid before the Senate.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
]Efenateirem!utlons of the House of Representatives, which will
@ red:

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows:

Iy THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
\ December 2, 1912,
i House resolution 716.

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound
sorrow of the death of the Hon. RicHArp E. CONXELL, late a HRepre-
sentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate these resolu-
tions to the Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the
deceased. 4

Mr. ROOT. Mr. Presidenf, I offer the following resolutions
which I send to the desk, and ask for their present considera-

tion.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York
offers resolutions, which will be read.
The resolutions were read, considered by unanimous consent,
and unanimously agreed to, as follows:
Senate resolution 402.

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an-
nouncement of the death of Hon. RicHARD E. COXNELL, late a Iepre-
sentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of those
Representatives whose deaths have been announced the Senate do now
adjourn.

Thereupon (at 6 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate
a;djourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 6, 1912, at 12
o'clock m, .

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Taurspay, December 5, 1912. :

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord, our God, we come to Thee with glad hearts when we
remember that amid the busy whirl and turmoil of life's ac-
tivities we ofttimes forget Thee, yet Thou art ever mindful of
us, and though by devious ways we ofttimes wander from the
paths of rectitude and duty Thou arft constant in Thy minis-
trations to us.

Pardon, we beseech Thee, our shortcomings, our weakness,
our sins, and hold us close to Thee and life’s duties henceforth.
And Thine be the praise forever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

Mr. Brown, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of

absence for three days, on account of illness.

PHYSICAL VALUATION OF RAILROADS.

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned last Tuesday
the previous question had been ordered on the bill H. R. 22593,
known as the Adamson bill, providing for the physical valua-
tion of railroads, and there was pending a motion to recommit
with instructions, offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx], and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Srus] raised
a point of order that the motion to recommit was not in order
because it was not germane to the subject matter of the bill.

Unless some gentleman desires to be heard on it, the Chair
is ready to rule.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from DPenusylvania [Mr.
OrMsTED] is recognized.

Mr., OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, I
concede at once the high authority of the precedent cited by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] in support of
the proposition that it is not sufficient for the amendment to be
germane to the original bill to which this bill is offered as an
amendment, but it must be germane to this pending bill. The
question is whether this amendment is germane to this bill

I call attention to page 386, section 780, of the Manual, which
treats of the whole subject in this way:

A general subject may be amended by speeific propositions of the same
class, Thus, the follow! have been held to be germane: To a bill
admitting several Territor into the Unlon, an amendment adding
other i‘territory: to & bill providing for the construction of bulldin,

n each of two cities, an amendment providing for simllar buildings in
several other citles; to a resolution embodying two distinet phases of
international rela an amendment embodying a third,

In sectlon 5838, volume 5, of Hinds' Precedents of the House

of Representatives appears a ruling that—
To a blll admit geveral Territories Into the Union, an amendment

adding another Territory is germane.
And. then, in the next section—5839—It says:

To a resolution embodying two distinet phases of International rela-
tionship an amendment embodying a third was held to be germane.

There was pending in that ease a resolution setting forth that
it was an imperative duty, in the interest of humanity, to ex-
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press the earnest hope that the European concert would do
certain things in relation to the fanaticism and lawless violence
prevalent in Turkey. The resolution then pending combined
three resclutions in one. The first one was as I have stated.
The second was—

That the President be requested to communicate these resolutions to
the Governments of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, IFrance, Italy,
and Russia. .

And, further:

That the Senate of the United States, the House of Representatives
concurring, wlll support the President in the most vigorous action he
may take for the protection and security of American citizens in Turkey.

Then Mr. Hepburn, of Towa, offered an amendment, as follows:

That, for the purpose of emphasizing our protest against the murders
and outrages above reeited, the President is directed to furnish the
Turkish minister his dismissal as a representative of the Sultan at this
Capital, and to at once terminate :31 diplomatic relations with the
Government of Turkey.

That was an entirely new, a different, and distinct subject.

A point of order was made against it by Mr. McCreary, of
Kentucky, which was overruled by Speaker Reed, presumably
upon the same ground as these other cases fto which I have
referred were ruled, that such resolution embracing more than
one subject it was germane to add still another subject.

Then, in section 5840 it was held that to a bill providing for
the construction of a building in each of two cities an amend-
ment providing for similar buildings in other cities would be
germane. That was decided longer ago by Speaker Banks, of
Massachusetis.

Now, the question, it seems to me, is whether this pending
bill contains more than one subject, more than one substantive
proposition. If it does, then a third or new substantive propo-
gition would be germane and in order under the rulings which
I have cited. Does this bill contain more than one substantive
proposition ?

The SPEAKER.
stantive propositions?
bill?

Mr. OLMSTED. This bill has at least two subjects. The first
provides for the physical valuation of the property of common
carriers. That is one separate and distinet subject. The In-
terstate Commerce Commission is to take testimony and de-
termine the value of the property of common carriers. The
common carriers may appeal or protest. Then a learing is
awarded upon the protest, and after the hearing the commission
is to fix finally the physical value of the properiy of the com-
mon carrier.

That is one proposition. Then the bill contains another. It
empowers the commission to investigate as to the amounts and
dates of all bonds and stocks outstanding. That is a separate
and distinet proposition contained in this bill. The physical
valuation of railroads has nothing to do with stocks and bonds,
and stocks and bonds have nothing to do with the physical
valuation of the railroads. The commission is to find abso-
lutely and determine the value of the physical property; and
in addition to that—an entirely separate and distinet proposi-
tion—it is to investignte concerning stocks and bonds.

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Adamson bill proposes to add a
section to the existing law, and in this section is embraced a
scheme which is considered essential in order to enable the
Interstate Commerce Commission properly to determine whether
the rates are reasonable. They are parts of one scheme, and
not two independent substantive propositions.

And has not the gentleman, in quoting his authorities, en-
tirely ignored all the decisions, including one by himself, which
have established the rule that when a bill proposes to amend
an existing law in certain particulars, amendments that might
be germane to other provisions of the law but are not intimately
related to the thing before the House are not germane to that
proposition?

Mr. OLMSTED. No, Mr. Speaker; I have not ignored that
proposition. I referred to it particularly at the outset. Ier-
haps the gentleman from New York was not listening.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was listening carefully.

Mr. OLMSTED. I admitted that authority in support of the
proposition that the proposed amendment must be germane to this
bill. I concede that proposition. In fact, as the gentleman from
New York has stated, I made such a ruling myself when occupy-
ing the chair upon a former occasion. The guestion is, Does this
bill itself contain more than one proposition? Now, does it? First,
there is the physical valuation of the property of common carriers
to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Commission. That
is one thing complete in itself. Then there is a second proposi-

Is that the rule on that—as to the sub-
What is the subject of this Adamson

tion, that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall determine
as to the amount of bonds outstanding and the names of the
stockholders and bondholders, and so forth. The names of the
stockholders have nothing to do with the physical valuation
of the property of the railroad or with the fixing of rates of
that railroad, nor have the names of the bondholders. The
commission is instructed to— g
find and report the facts as to the conneciion of any bank or banker,
capitalist or association of capitalists, or financial institutions or hold-
ing company with the ownership, manipulation, management, or con-
trol of any stocks and bonds of any such company.

That has nothing to do with the fixing of rates.

This amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx]
proposes to go further, and after the commission has ascertained
these facts about stocks and bonds, provide against the fictitious
issue of stocks and bonds in the future—a most important
proposition, and, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz-
GERALD] please, fully as important as touching upon the question
of rates as anything involyved in this bill or any other bill, be-
cause if we stop the fictitious issuance of stocks and bonds and
the watering of stocks and bonds we stop the inflation of the
capital upon which interest and dividends are paid, and rates
must be fixed proportionately. So that even upon that argument
this proposition to stop fictitious issuance of stocks and bonds
may be held germane.

But what I suggest to the Chair is that this bill already con-
taining two or more propositions, an amendment introducing
a still further proposition is in order under the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Has this Adamson bill any provision in it whatever about
the issuance of bonds and stocks?

Mr. OLMSTED. Not about the issuance of bonds.

The SPEAKER. The Mann amendment has entirely to do
with the issuance of bonds and stocks, has it not?

Mr. OLMSTED. Substantially so; yes.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman contend that if a bill
contains two different substantive propositions, that authorizes a
general omnium gatherum of everything that everybody wants
put in it on the subject? )

Mr. OLMSTED. That is the effect of the rulings which I
have cited, particularly the ruling of AMr. Speaker Reed, permit-
ting as germane an amendment canceling the commission of the
Turkish ambassador.

The SPEAKER, What was the main proposition in that reso-
lution?

Mr. OLMSTED. It was expressing the sentimenis of the
Senate and House, deploring the outrages which were being per-
petrated in Turkey, and another resolution requiring these sen-
timents to be expressed to the Govermments of Great Britain,
France, and other countries; and then an amendment offered by
the genileman from Iowa, Mr. Hepburn, requesting the Presi-
dent to cancel the commission of the Turkish representative at
this Capital was declared to be in order.

The SPEAKER. But those things were on the same subject.

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. There was nothing in the orig-
inal resolution about the Turkish ambassador, or severing rela-
tlons with the Turkish Government.

The SPEAKER. The original resolution expressed our horror
of the way that the Turks were treating people. J

Mr. OLMSTED. That is correct.

The SPEAKER. And the Iepburn amendment simply em-
phasized our opinion of it by adding something that made it
effective.

Mr. OLMSTED. This proposal emphasizes the ascertain-
ment of stocks and bonds and the physical valuation, and gives
some effect to this bill by providing against the futore issuance
of stocks and bonds except under certain conditions. The in-
vestigation as to stocks and bonds is already provided for in
the bill. The amendment goes a step further in the same direc-
tion and makes the bill effective just as the Hepburn amend-
ment made the Turkish resolution effective by the introduction
of a new proposition.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit,
does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think that even
granting the force of the precedents which he has cited a
different philosophy applies to legislation than to the passage
of resolutions that have no legal effect?

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think there is any difference in
prineiple, but I have cited several instances which applied di-
rectly to legislation. For instance, if we had here a bill grant-
ing a pension to John Smith, simply that and nothing more,
an amendment granting a pension to John Jones would be held
not to be germane, but if the original bill granted a pension to
John Smith and another pension to John Joneg, it woald be
held under the rulings that an amendment to pension also John
Williams would be in order,
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Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes.

Mr. SIMS. Suppose that we were back previous to 1800 in
this country, and were considering a bill providing for the
enumeration of slaves, or telling how they should be enumer-

_ated, as an amendment to an act already in existence. Does
the gentleman hold that an amendment abolishing slavery would
be in order upon such a bill as that?

Mr. OLMSTED. No; because that bill would contain simply

one proposition, the ennmeration of slaves, and the abolition of

slavery would not be germane to a single proposition to take a
census of slaves,

Mr. SIMS. And this bill has only one object and purpose,
and that is the valuation of railroads. Then admitting that
the information aunthorized to be acquired by ascertaining the
amount of outstanding bonds and stocks is germane to ascer-
taining the value of the property of the railroads, how, then,
can a bill proposing to regulate the issuance of stocks and
bonds, directed against railroads themselves, be germane to a
mere inquiry as to the amount of outstanding bonds?

Mr. OLMSTED. I have tried to explain that this bill con-
tains more than one proposition. It is to a certaln extent a
general bill. It provides for the physical valuation of rail-
roads. That is one thing that is definite and complete. After
that has been provided, it provides for the ascertainment of
the names of stockholders and bondholders and the amount of
stocks and bonds and all that sort of thing, and the relation of
banks to the companies, I submit that under the precedents
it is germane to add a provision that, ag the result of that in-
vestigation, bonds and stocks shall be issued hereafler only on
certain conditions and subject to certain limitations, and with
the consent of the Interstate Commerce Commission.

Myr. SIMS. Does not the amendment offered in this case
have to do with the issuance in future, and not with the fact
of how many have already been issued?

Mr. OLMSTED. It does.

Mr. SIMS. How can it be any more germane to the second
subject of the bill than to the first?

Mr. OLMSTED. I have iried to explain that when the Dbill
itself contains more than one proposition, under the uniform
rulings of different Speakers it iIs germane to add a new
propesition.

Mr. SIMB. To add one that is not germane to any proposi-
tion in the bill?

Mr. OLMSTED. It need not be germane to any proposition
in the bill. But I submit that this is germane to a proposition
in the bill and is on the same subject. If you say all this is
to have relation to fixing the rates, nothing is more important
in fixing the rates than that there shall be no fictitious issu-
ance of stocks and bonds, I submit these observations for the
consideration of the Chair.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tlli-
nois, in his remarks upon this point of order day before yester-
day, contended, first, that this amendment which he had pro-
posed was in order because it was germane to the act which
was proposed to be amended, and, second, because it was ger-
mane to the bill which we now have before us.

I shall not discuss the first proposition he advanced, but will
speak very briefly indeed in support of the second contention
which he made. As has already been stated by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OnustEp], this bill contains two differ-
ent propositions, The first relates to the physieal valuation of
railroads and the second relates to the issuance of stocks and
bonds. It provides in the most sweeping and specific terms for
the investigation into the amount of stocks and bonds that have
been issued, the purpose to which the moneys received therefor
have been applied, the persons who have been connected with
the issuance of stocks and bonds, any manipulation thereof,
and the whole history of the transaction; and then it goes fur-
ther and provides that the railroad corporations themselves
must furnish for this purpose, among others, full access to their
books, records, papers, documents of all kinds, and further
provides that the commission may make rules and regulations
for the enforcement of the provisions in this bill

Now, what is the object of this provision with reference to
the amount of stocks and bonds issued here and the manner in
which they have been issued? Abstractly considered, neither
this House nor any person in the United States cares how much
stocks and bonds have been issued in the past. The money has
been spent, it has gone, and the liens created must stand and
be recognized as valid obligations.

The argument here was when the bill was under dlseunssion
that publicity thereby obtained would be a restraining factor
in the issuance of stocks and bonds in the future, and in a
measure control it,

I wish to go further in my argument and show that the bill
undertakes to exercise control over the issuance of stocks and
honds; to go further and show that the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois goes further and is relevant te
the subject which it seeks to amend, and therefore, in dictionary
terms at least, is germane thereto.

As I sald, I wish to show that this bill, in fact, provides for
the control over the issuance of stocks amd bonds. Hereafter,
if this bill passes, no stocks and bonds can be issued without
the commission has the right to call for and report upon them,
without the commission has the right to investigate into the
issuance of them and the manner in which the proceeds have
been spent. Up to this time, and as a matter of circumstance
now, the commission has nothing whatever to do with the issu-
ance of stocks and bonds, except that it may bear in some remote
degree on some other question sought to be investigated.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Towa
to point out in the bill anything that has o do with the future
issuance of stocks and honds.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the Chair will pardon me, I did
not suppose it wonld be contended that the matters provided
for in thig bill with reference to the present stocks and bonds
would not apply to stocks and bonds issued in the future.

The SPEAKER. Is there anything in the Adamson bill about
the issuance of stocks and bonds? If there is, I wish the gentle-
man would peoint it out.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa, In case any stocks and bonds are is-
sued in the future, I hardly think it would be coutended that
thereupon the Interstate Commerce Commission will not have
the right, if the bill passes, to investigate the issuance of stocks
and bonds and require the railway company to furnish a full
report, and then to make orders, regulations, and rules which
will have the force of a law.

Of course, if it is contended here and if the Chair should hold
that these provisions with reference to stocks and bonds had
application only to stocks and bonds which have been herefo-
fore issued, I shall have to admit that my argument falls to
the ground.

Mr. SIMS. It can only have reference to the stocks and bonds
outstanding at the time the investigation is made, and could
not poessibly apply to subsequent stock and bond issues unless
there is a subsequent investigation.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Will the gentleman from Tennessee
say that if this act is passed and stocks and bonds are subse-
quently issued by railroad companies under and by virtue of this
act, the commission will have no right to investigate as to the
issuance of those stocks and bonds?

Mr. SIMS. Incidentally to making the physical valuation——

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. Bnt the gentlemman is not answering
the question at all. The question can be answered by yes or no.

Mr, SIMS. Under this law it does not make any investiga-
tion conditional and precedent fo the issuance of stocks and
bonds.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It does not. That Is true, but this
amendment which is offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxn] simply seeks to further control, to exercise a further
act of control. This investigation is an act of control over the
issuance of stocks and bonds.

Mr, SIMS. Ob, no.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.

Mr. SIMS. Not at all.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. And the amendment of the gentleman
from Illinois goes only one step further toward the process of
confrolling it.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa., Certainly.

Mr. CULLOP. From the tenor of the gentleman's argument
I take it he misapprehends the purpose of the measure. It is
for the purpose of changing the method by which freight rates
or transporiation tolls are now fixed, and it has nothing to do,
so far as the amount of overcapitalization or overbonded in-
debtedness is concerned, with the fixing of rates at all. That is
not the subject matter of the bill, It is upon the actual valua-
tion of the physical property and not its capital stock or its
bonded indebtedness. That is the purpose and object of the
measure, and so far as the bonded indebiedness or capital stock
is concerned, if this measure passes, they do not enter into the
congideration as an element in the fixing of the transportation
tolls in any manner whatever. Therefore, this amendment
offered is not germane to either the text or the subject matter
of the proposed measure.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman
from Indiana a question. His contention in this matter, as I

It must be, necessarily.

understand it, is that this Adamson bill is solely for the purpose
of fixing the physical valuation of railroads and that part
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which is in the bill about stocks and bonds is simply to throw
light on that subject—

Mr. CULLOP. Only, and for no other purpose.

The SPEAKER. And that the Mann amendment treats with
an entirely different subject of controlling the issuance of stocks
and bonds.

Mr., CULLOP. That is it exactly.
and has been all the way through.

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentle-
man from Indiana in the general discussion of the bill are not,
g0 far as I know, yet in the Recorp; but if T mistake not he, or
at least some other gentlemen who were speaking at the time,
contended in that discussion that the object and purpose of this
provision to which I have alluded was altogether different from
what he now sees; and, indeed, how could it be otherwise?
What has the amount of stocks and bonds to be issued to do with
the physical valuation of a railway or any of its property?

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman misapprehended
my statement of that guestion if he refers to me. What I said
was, if we resorted to the physical valuation of transportation
property for the purpose of fixing rates, that as an incidental
matter following from that it would destroy as a natural result
or consequence the overeapltalization or the making of over-
bonded indebtedness in the future, and that it wonld eliminate
that feature as a speculative matter in dealing with these prop-
erties on the market. This result will follow as an inevitable
conclusion. That was my statement. y

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is exactly what the gentleman
was arguing before.

Mr. CULLOP. It was the effect and not the langunage that I
had in mind. :

Mr. GREEN of Towa. That the purpose and object of these
provisions was to prevent overcapitalization and that that would
be the effect, and now I think I have shown here by this act of
investigation, by this act of summoning as they may the evi-
dence of clerks of the railways, or of any party connected with
it, to give information regarding that, to give information with
relation to stocks and bonds, they must and do exercise a con-
trol over the issuance of them. For that reason the amendment
introduced by the gentleman from Illinois is germane.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair
finally determines the point of order he should have in mind the
history of this legislation. The records of the House will show
that during the last session the majority of this House directed
a general scheme of investigations of alleged wrongdoing of
various large business interests of the country, and I think the
report of the Committee on Rules on this subject divided the
work of investigation among several of the committees of the
House, and among them was that the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce should investigate this subject. Differ-
ent sorts of investigations have been had. I think some are
pending, and some very important reports have been made. One
of the investigations concerning the finaneing and issuance of
securities by common carriers, as just stated, was directed to
be made by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
and I think that the report of the Committee on Rules will so
gshow. The records of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, which are public and open to inspection, will show
that the committee, after some discussion, thought it best to
conduct its share of the investigation not by means of sum-
moning witnesses itself to ascertain what facts there were
relative to the subject matter and what plans and reports
should be made, but by directing the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission iteelf, which had the experience and the machinery, to
make the investigation and to report its views upon the methods
to right some of the wrongs which would be shown by such an
investigation. The hearings before that committee will show
such to be the fact, and in the process of its work the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce had this bill as a basis
and measure of some part of what it ought to do. Now, the
investigation directed by the House concerned not only the
alleged wrongs which had previously existed, but the method
and plan of righting those wrongs, in order to properly subserve
the welfare of the people, as might be shown by the investiga-
tion. So this measure was planned to accomplish these results.
The records show it was so reported, and it came before the
House to meet the report of the Committee on Rules for such
an investigation and the submission of a proper plan for a
righting of the different wrongs shown and known to exist in
the issuance of securities by common carriers. Now, if the
Chair will examine the text of the bill and consider the powers
of the Interstate Commerce Commission under it, I think the
question he addressed to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]
will be answered. On page 2, lines 1 and 2, of the bill:

That the commission shall investigate and ascertain the value of the
property.

That is my contention

Of course “property " means not only the physical property
but it means every sort of property, and the value is mensured
not only by the cost of reproduction, not only by the amount
that has been expended in its construction, but by the market
value as evidenced by the outstanding securities. Now, the
other committees, upon their investigations and in thelr reports,
I think, have invariably reported to us some method—at least
they reported different means and different plans of legislation-
by which the alleged wrongs shown by their investigation shall
be righted. This bill does exactly that same thing, except we
contend that it does not go far enough, but there is enough
in the bill as a basis for the legislation swhich ought to be had,
under the investigation ordered by the House, to warrant the
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~x]. In
fixing the value of the property, of course, it would include the
market value of the stocks and bonds. The bill provides the
history of these stocks and bonds shall be investigated and
reported, and if evils be disclosed the remedies for those evils
should be ascertained and set forth in the legislation, and the
remedies can be carried into effect by the very organization,
by the very body, provided by this bill to conduct the investiga-
tion. The very purpose of the investigation directed by this
House, the very purpose of the investigation directed by this
measure and by the committee, can not be made fully effective
unless by some such amendment as is proposed by the gentle-
man from Illinois and as was proposed by the minority of the
committee in the process of its hearings and consideration.
And for that reason the history of the bill shows that the whole
subject matter is germane; that it was considered; that this
House wanted it so considered; and there is enough in the bill
under the common acceptation of construction, under the con-
struction of the courts as to the definition of values, under the
language of the bill, to take that additional step and provide a
remedy for the wrongs which will be found to exist by the In-
terstate Commerce Commisgion in conducting its investigation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman
from Minnesota a question. Now, if that is true—and the
Chair has no doubt it is—what is the reason the committee did
gft l:'ﬁ{);)rt some such proposition as the Mann propoesition in

e

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The matter was discussed by
the committee, Mr. Speaker, and the majority of the committee
took the responsibility of reporting the bill in its present form.
The records of the committee will show the minority did pro-
pose this identical plan suggested by the gentleman from Illi-
nois and the majority, for reasons best known to themselves,
refused to consider it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That hardly has any bearing upon the
question of whether the Mann amendment is in order on the
pending bill.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not bother the gentleman
from Tennessee to make an argument on hig side.

Mr, SIMS. I was only going to refer to the history to which
the gentleman from Minnesota referred.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has investigated the parliamen-
tary phase of this question fully. We have not anything to do
here with the merits of the substance of the motion to recom-
mit which was submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Manx]. If that proposition were submitted in a bill, or if the
Chair thought it was germane, he would be very much in favor
of it. It is not necessary in this opinion, but it is stated any-
how, that the issue of stocks and bonds by public-service cor-
porations ought to be regulated by law. That, however, has
nothing to do with this preliminary question which is pending
here now.

The rule about motions to recommit is this: A propogition is
not germane in a motion to recommit unless it would haye
been germane as an amendment to the bill,

The authorities all run one way. I have investigated them
carefully. The proposition laid down by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr., OnumsteEp] is parfly correct and partly in-
correct. It does not go to the extent which he undertook to
make it go. The rule is not that, if there are two substantive
propositions in a bill you can add anything else to it. The rule
is that on such a question as admitting Territories into the
Union as States; if yon were trying to admit Idaho, for in-
stance, alone, you conld not add Montana and Washington, and
so Torth. But if you turn it around the other way and make
the bill general in its character to admit Montana and Idaho
and Washington, then you might add to it, as an amendment,
Wyoming, for instance.

At one time there was a proposition pending to appropriate
money to destroy the boll weevil and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Girrerr] offered a proposition to add some money
to destroy the gypsy moth., Mr. Speaker CaANNoN held that there
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was no connection between the two propositions, and ruled out
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts.

There have been divers and Bundl? rulings of that kind.
In the case cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Orysten], when the House was expressing its opinion as to
what the Turks were doing to the Christians over in Turkey,
that was the subject matter. The resolution was to express our
horror of what they were doing, and the gentleman from Iowa,
Mr. Hepburn, offered an amendment which was more em-
phatic in its expression of horror than any of the rest, propos-
ing to give the Turkish ambassador his passport. Consequently
it was held to be germane.

During the term of the present Speaker a proposition was up
to prohibit the trading in cotton futures on the exchanges of
the country. Some Member offered an amendment to that
proposition to include wheat and corn and other products. The
Ohair ruled it out by citing all these precedents which he has
just cited and some additional ones. The Chair was more in
favor of prohibiting the dealing in futures in wheat and corn
than on cotton, because he has more to do with those products,
but that fact did not have anything to do with the parliamentary
point. Therefore he sustained the point of order made against
the germaneness of the amendment.

The situation here is that the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce brings in a bill which deals with one sub-
ject, and one subject only, and that is to fix a physical valua-
tion of railroads. The only reason that they mention bonds or
stocks in the bill at all is that, whether right or wrong, in this
counfry we have fallen into the habit of estimating the value
of a railroad by counting in both bonds and stocks, one being
property and the other being debts. So that evidently the com-
mittee, in reporting this bill, thought that out of deference to
the rule which prevails in this country we ought to find out
what stocks and bonds have been issued. But this bill as re-
ported nowhere provides or says a word about authorizing or
directing anybody to issue stocks and bonds. The motion of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to recommit with in-
structions has entirely to do with the future issuance of stocks
and bonds. It seems to be a very elaborate and perfect scheme.
The Chair will say that for it. But I have asked the gentle-
men who have argued this question in favor of the germane-
ness of this motion to recommit to point out in the bill a single
word or clause that makes the resolution of the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] germane.

A case in point arose here—and it happened to he on the
1st day of April, 1910—and I will quote from the argument of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] in that case, which
seems to be absolutely unanswerable. He said:

Mr. Bpeaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FiTzGERALD] re-
ferred to amendment 78 of the SBenate, and It has been referred to by
other gentlemen, as an_ amendment to the tariff law. It is not an
anendment to the tariff. It is a provision which reistes to reports
required by that law,

And that is what it was, too.

But the provision in the Senate amendment is neither in form nor
substance an amendment to the tarif law. Now, I insist that the
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr, FirrzceraLp] is not
germane to the Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment provided that a certain section—sec-
tion 78, the Chair believes it was—in the Payne tariff law
about ascertaining the property that the corporations had, in
order to levy that tax on them, should only be made public on
a resolution of the House or Senate, whereupon Mr. FITZGERALD,
of New York, offered an amendment to repeal the entire Payne
tariff law. Mr. Man~ said:

An amendment to repeal the tariff act is not germane to that Senate
amendment.

Mr. MANN, continuing, said further:

The gentleman from New York is too well acquainted with the rules
of the House not to know that this amendment which he offers is not
germane. If the gentleman from New York, while the Senate amend-

ment was before the House, had proposed an amendment similar to that
which he now offers to this amendment, any chairman would have held
it out of order as not a germane amendment to the proposition of the
Benate. If the E!;;:eu:z:tlreumn could provide for a repeal of the entire tarim
act under the nate amendment, then he could have provided for a
repeal of a particular gﬂrt of the tariff act. If it be in order to offer
an amendment under the Senate amendment to repenl the entire tariff
act, it will be in order—and I wish it were—to repeal the duoty on
wood pulp and paper [applause], because if it had been in order I
should have offered such an amendment.

After a great deal of argument on both sides by distinguished
parliamentarians, Mr. Speaker Caxxox rendered the following
opinion :

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the amendment which
has been agreed to. -

The Clerk read as follows:

“ (Concur with the following amendment :

“ Strike out all of amendment No. T8 and insert instead thereof the
following :

“ i Tor classifying, indexing, exhibiting, and properly caring for the
returns of all coiagorat!ons required by section 38 of an act entitled
“An act to prov

revenue, equalize duties, encourage the industries

of the United States, and for other pn a," approved August B,
1909, including the employment in the District of Columbia of such
clerical and other personal services, and for rent of such quarters as
may be necessar{. $25.000 : Provided, That any and all such returns
ghall be open to nspeci:inn only upon the order of the President, under
rules and rggulations to be preser by the Secretary of the Treasury
and approved by the President.’”

Then the Speaker said:

The Speaxer. The House will notice that this is a gropositlon or an
amendment covering one specific subject in the tariff act—as to the
returns made by corporations. It does not relate to the amount of the
tax, the kind of corporations to be levied upon, the time of levying, or

:?uchlng any other matter, but only and simply the returns of corpora-
ons.

U];on the motion to coneur with an amendment, which amendment
rovides for striking out of the Senate amendment and inserting what
as just been read, the previous question was ordered, and the Flouse
has, on a yea-and-nay vote, agreed to the amendment, so that is a
closed incident.

Now, the argument of the gentleman from New York brings up a
very ingenious theory—

It will be observed that these two gentlemen have swapped
places. [Laughter.]

But the Chair does not feel called upon to decide npon his theory,
because it has been held—and, so far as the Chair has been able fo
ascertain, uniformly held—that where there is a proposition to amend
a law In one particular—a specific particular—a proposition to amend
generally or to repeal the law would not be germane. 'The Chair, after
a hnst{ examination, finds as follows :

Hinds' Precedents, volume 5, page 411:

“5806. To a bill amendatory of an existing law as to one specific
particular an amendment relating to the terms of the law rather than
to those of the bill was held not to be germane.”

Under that decision, if the amendment of the genfleman had been
offered before the previous gquestion operated, It would not have been
in order, as the precedents are uniform that you can not by a motion
to recommit make that in order which would not have been in order if
o:l'dered as an amendment. Therefore the Chair sustains the point of
order.

And the Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] in this case.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaNxN]
offers a motion to recommit.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker,
that it is too late, the previous guestion having been ordered.

Mr. MANN. Ordered on what?

Mr. SIMS. On the passage of the bill. It is too late.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion, and then
we shall see.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. MANY moves to recommit the bill H. R. 22593, * To amend an
act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved Fehruar?r 4, 1887,
and all acts amendatory thereof pmvldin% for physical wvalnation of
the Fmpﬂ't of carriers subject thereto and securing information con-
cerning their stocks and bonds and boards of directors,” to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with directions to that
committee to report sald bill back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment, to wit: Insert, page 3, after line 21, the follow-

ng:

% Sald investigation and report shall also fully cover as far as prac-
ticable questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by
common carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and
the power of Congress to regulate or affect the same and particularly
the power of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and Dbonds by
such corporations without full value being received therefor, and to
require the applicaticn of the proceeds from the sale of stocks and
bonds to be actually invested for the benefit of the corporation to the
end that Interstate rallroad rates may be based upon reasonable and
honest capitalization, and to the further end that the investing public
may have full knowledge concerning proposed investments so that such
corporations may be able to obtain money on better terms and thereby
give better service at lower rates.”

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of order
against the motion, for two reasons. The first is that the pre-
vious question has been ordered on the passage of the bill, and
all that was reserved when that order was made was the right
to rule on the point of order which was pending at the time that
the previous question was ordered; second, that the proposed
amendment is not germane to the bill. In other words, it is
the same objection which lay against the other motion to re-
commit. Those are the two reasons for which I make the point
of order.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Illinois on this point of order.

Mr., MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will not take the time to enter
into an extended discussion of the first point of order made by
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CurLor], because the rules
expressly provide that a motion to recommit shall be in order
after the previous guestion is ordered on the bill; and I direct
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to that provision
of the rule, because it is wholly unnecessary to direct the atten-
tion of the Chair to that provision of the ryle. The previous
question does not operate upon a motion to recommit until the
motion is before the House,

On the second proposition, as to whether this is germane to
the bill, I call the attention of the Speaker to what is proposed

by the bill,
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The Speaker a moment ago, in making the ruling which he
made, stated that the purpose of the bill was to make a physical
valuation of railroad property. The Speaker did not hear the
disenssion on the bill in Committee of the Whole, probably.
While the title of the bill refers to the physical valuation of
the property, the bill itself provides that the commission shall
investigate and ascertain the value of the property of every
common carrier; and as was clearly brought out in the discus-
sion in the Committee of the Whole, the investigation is not con-
fined to the valuation of the physical property, because the
Committee of the Whole, under the lead of the distinguished
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Spas], in charge of the bill,
voted down a proposition to confine the investigation to the
value of the physical property, for the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Smus] contended that the purpose of the bill was
much broader than that, and it is.

I eall the attention of the Speaker to the provisions of the bill
in reference to the investigation and report:

They shall also show, as the commission may deem necessary, the
hlston; of the organization of the presemt corporation operating such
property-

The SPEAKER. Where is the gentleman reading?

Mr. MANN. At the bottom of page 2 and the top of page 3.

Of the present corporation operating such pruperti or of any pre-
vilous corporation operating su property in such detail as may be
deemed necessary, and any increases or decreases of capital stock in
any reorganizations, and moneys received by any of such corporations
lfj! reason of any issues of stocks, bonds, or other securities, or from

e net and gross earnings of such companies, and how the moneys
were expended or pald ont for the s of such payments.

The .said investigation and report shall also show the amounts and
dates of all bonds outstanding against each public-service corporation
and the amount paid therefor, and the names of all stockholders and
bondholders, with the amonnt held by each, and also the mame of each
director on each board of directors; and find and report the facts as to
the connection of any bank or ban}mr. capitalist or association of cap-
itallsts, or financigl institution or holding company with the owner-
ship, manipalation, management, or control of any stocks and bonds of
any such company, and the transactions and econnections of any bank
or baunker, financier, financial institution, or holding company with the
reorganlzation of any such company in recent years.

Now, Mr. Speaker, these provisions of the bill do not, as was
intimated by gentlemen, confine the investigation to the issu-
ance of stocks and bonds now outstanding. It will be years be-
fore the full investigation of these matters is completed by the
Interstate Commerce Commission, and the commission will be
directed and is directed in each of its reports to bring its inves-
tigations down to the date when the investigation is made.

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me?

Mr., MANN. Yes.

Mr. OLMSTED. I call the gentleman’s attention also to the
paragraph in the middle of page 5, which contemplates keeping
the commission informed with reference to future changes and
conditions.

Mr. MANN. I was just going to read that to the Speaker.

Mr. OLMSTED. It apparently contemplates reports from
time to time.

Mr. MANN. On page 5 of the bill, as suggested by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, is the following:

Tpon the completion of the valuation hereln provided for the commis-
glon shall thereafter in like manner keep itself informed of all exten-
slons and improvements or other changes in the condition and value of
the property of all common earriers, and shall ascertain the value
thereof, and shall from time to time, as may be required for the Proper
regulation of such common carriers under the provisions of this act,
revise and correet its valuation of property, which shall be reported to
Congress at the beginning of each regular session,

This bill as it stands endeavors to confer upon the Interstate
Commerce Commission full power in reference to future issnes
of stocks and bonds, so far as obtaining information is con-
cerned, and reporting it to Congress, The amendment which
I have offered directs the commission to include in its investi-
‘gation and report matters relating, so far as practicable, to the
issuance of stocks and bonds of these common-carrier corpora-
tions for the purpese of affecting railroad rates and requiring
that the issuance of stocks and bonds shall, as a result of the
investigation of the Inierstate Commerce Commission, be re-
ported to Congress, to the end that in the future we may be able
to have information by which we may require that stocks and
bonds shall only be issued for actual value, and when issued
for actual value received shall be properly invested, to the end
of regulating the rates of the railroads.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s contention is that his
amendment merely extends the character of the investigation?

Mr, MANN. That is all.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does it not do more than that?

Mpr. MANN. It does not.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman, although it

may not have been his purpose, that it not only extends the

scope of the investigation, but it eonfers upon the Interstate
Commerce Commission the power to inguire and investigate into
the issuance of stocks and bonds in a certain way.

Mr, MANN. Not at all. It says:

Baid investigation and report shall also fully cover as far as prac-
ticable questions pertaining to the Issnance of stocks and bonds by com-
mon-carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and the
power of Congress to regulate or affect the same and Eartlcula.rly the
power of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by such
corporations without full value being received therefor

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will look at the pune-
tuation——

Mr. MANN. I have not only looked at the punctuation, but I
punctnated it.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Apparently very ingenuously.

Mr. MANN. There is nothing ingenuous abount it at all.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no connection between the in-
quiry as to the proceeds of the issuance of the stocks and bonds
and the investigations that are outlined.

Mr. MANN. Ohb, the gentleman has not read the amendment
carefully.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have read it carefully.

Mr. MANN. Very well; the gentleman has read it carefully
and lacks appreciation of what it contains. Tbe gentleman can
take his choice.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Sometimes It take more genins than I
profess to have to understand some of the amendments drafted
and proposed by the gentleman from INinois. 5

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York lacks a greaf
deal of appreciation of propositions sometimes. I can not ex-
pect to bring myself to the point where I can write everything
syo that it will be perfectly plain to the gentleman from New

ork.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is an ambition which, if it could
be realized by the gentleman from Illinois, would give him
great happiness.

Mr, SIMS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield?

Mr. MANN. Certalnly.

Mr. SIMS. Does not this amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois reguire that the commission shall make an in-
vestigation as to the proceeds of the issuance of the stocks and
bonds?

Mr, MANN. Not at all. The investigation and report is to
cover, as far as practicable, questions relating to the issunance
of stocks and bonds by the corperation and the power of Con-
gress to regulate or affect the same, and particularly the power
of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by,
such corporations without full value being received therefor.

Mr. SIMS. The object of the gentleman’'s amendment is to
anthorize the commission to report as to the method to be here-
after pursued in the application of funds growing out of the
sale of stocks and bonds.

Mr. MANN. Certainly. The object of the amendment is to
have the commission investigate the matter of the issuance of
stocks and bonds, with a view of reporting to Congress, so that
Congress may hereafter legislate upon the subject.

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman consider that as germane to
a proposition to ascertain the value—the existing value—of the
amount of outstanding stocks and bonds, to investigate what
shall be done with the proceeds of stocks and bonds hereafter
issued?

Mr. MANN. Certainly I do. Your own bill provides for the
report of the stocks and bonds which may be issned between
now and the time when the final report is made upon the last
railroad, and even then after that, when stocks and bonds are
issued the commission will have the authority to investigate
that matter and report upon it.

Mr, SIMS. And as to what shall be done with the proceeds,
does the gentleman think that is germane?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr, COOPER, Will the gentleman from Illineis yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. COOPER. As I understand the amendment offered by,
the gentleman from Illinois, {t requires the Interstate Commerce
Commission to report upon questions of some sort?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr, COOPER. Is not the whole intent of the original bill
that the commission shall report upon facts and not upon ques-
tions?

Mr. MANN. A great many questions will arise besides facts
under the original bill.

Mr. COOPER. I have not observed it. I have been looking
at the bill very carefully, and it Is my wnderstanding that what
they are required to report on is questions of fact up to the
time of the report, facts of various kinds. But when they are
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called upon to report as to the power of corporations fo issue
stocks and bonds they may be getting into questions of law,

Mr. MANN. The commission will meet a thousand and one
questions of law before it makes a report under the original
bill. They are required to report upon the management and con-
trol of stocks and bonds in the past.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, Speaker, I will ask the gentleman
from Illinois if there is not this distinction between the two
propositions; the one contained in the bill and the one pro-

sed by his amendment? The gentleman from Pennsylvania

Mr. Ocusten] called the aitention of the gentleman from Illi-
nois to the:paragraph on page 5 as to the commission obtain-
ing information concerning matters treated of in the amend-
ment proposed by the gentleman, but is not that limited by the
provisions of this bill entirely to the issuance of stocks and
bonds which shall have been made, whereas it is proposed by
the gentleman from Illinois to inquire into proposed issues?

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey mean
stocks and bonds issued now?

Mr. TOWNSEND. No.

. Mr. MANN. On the date of the passage of the law?

Mr. TOWNSEND. No.

Mr. MANN. Or stocks and bonds which may be issued here-
after?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Hereafter, but which shall have been is-
sued in the future when information concerning them is sought.
There is no proposal, as I understand it, in this paragraph on
page 5, to which attention has been called, to make inquiry
for the sake of informing the commission of proposed issues of
securities, but to make inquiry in the future of issues which
shall have been made at the time of the inquiry.

Mr. MANN. That is true.

Mr, TOWNSEND. And the proposition of the gentleman
from Illinois——

Mr. MANN. That is the reason I offered the amendment.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then there is a distinction between the
two propositions.

Mr, MANN. Oh, if my proposition were a duplicate of what
is already in the bill, T would not have offered it,

Mr. TOWNSEND. But it is not continuing work nor sug-
gesting work of similar kind it is proposed to have done by
the provisions of this bill,

Mr. MANN. Here is the proposition: This bill is for the
purpose of obtaining information for the purpose of aiding the
commission in the control of railroad rates. That is the only
interest we have in the matter, and when you say that the
commission shall report as to the stocks and bonds already
issued, and you give them power to investigate that subject,
certainly, if you want to control railroad rates at all, or have
any influence on them, you should investigate the proposed
issuance of stocks and bonds, because those that are already
issued have no such influence nupon railroad rates as the manipu-
lation of the issuance of stocks and bonds in the future will
have, :

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1 did not suppose when I asked the gentle-
man’s permission to interrupt that he was offering a duplicate,
as his answer would suggest I thought. My point is this:
That there are two entirely different propositions proposed,
and one is not germane to the other. One is a proposition to
acquire information regarding an accomplished fact, and the
other is a proposition to acquire information regarding a
proposed actlon, and one is not germane to the other. I knew
they were not duplicate propositions, because I have too much
faith in the gentleman's integrity as a legislator to think for a
moment that he would offer a duplicate proposition.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman’s position is that stocks and
bonds which do not have any influence over rates ought to be
investigated, and those that do have influence over rates ought
not to be investigated. My proposition is, when you give the
power to the commission to investigate this subject you have
the right as a germane amendment to direct the commission to
go a step further in the same line—mnot a different kind of
subject at all, but in the same direction. To say when you
propose to do something that you can not offer an amendment
to go a step further is to say that you can’'not offer an amend-
ment at all to a bill, leaving it wholly to a committee and not
to the House to determine what may be in the propositions to
be brought in and voted upon by the Ifouse,

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not deny that; but this is not a
proposed step in the same direction, but in a different dirvection.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me in all candor—and
I of course do not understand the amendment as well as the
gentleman who drew it, having heard it read only once—the ob-

Ject of the bill is making an inventory of existing facts in order
to ascertain the physical value of the property of common car-
riers, and it does not even remotely relate to how proceeds shall
be invested in stocks and bonds to be issued, or created by a
new issue of same; and this amendment certainly docs re-
late to what is to be done in the future as well as what has
been done in the past. I desire to say frankly to the House, not
speaking for the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce nor for any member of it except myself, I have always
favored legislation by the Congress of the United States to
properly control proposed capitalization of corporations doing
interstate business, but the object of this bill is only for the
valuation of existing property, and only authorizes the inves-
tigation as to outstanding stocks and bonds, because, as the
Speaker intimated, it is necessary to have all the light on ail
existing transactions in order to determine the value of exist-
ing property. Now, the object of this amendment offered by the
gentleman from Illinois is to go further, just as the object of
the first motion to recommit was to go further and to legislate
positively as to what shall be done hereafter with proceeds of
sales of stocks and bonds, and, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand
it to be germane to require a report and an investigation as
to what shall hereafter be done by way of limitation of the
issuance of stocks and Dbonds and fo make a recommendation
as to legislation is not germane to this bill. Why should
we have an investigation of facts and a report from a commis-
sion on subjects not germane to the bill any more than the
offering of such an amendment in the first instance? Now, this
amer;ldment says, if I read it right—I will read all of this para-
graph:

Said investigation and report shall also fully cover, so far as practi-
cable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by com-
mon-carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and the
power of Congress to regulate or affect the same,

Purely a question of law. Congress is better able to deter-
mine that than any commission.

And particularly methods to prevent the Issuance of stocks and bonds
by such corporations without full value being required therefor, and to
require the application of the proceeds from the sale of stocks and
bhonds to be actually Invested for the benefit pf the corporation to the
end that interstate rallroad rates may be based upon reasonable and
honest capitalization.

The object of that section of the bill is to prevent fufure over-
capitalization. The bill unamended, if it should pass un-
amended, will have the moral effect to prevent overcapitaliza-
tion, but is not mandatory in language looking to that end.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Illinois?

Mr. SIMS, Certainly,

Mr. MANN. The reason I asked the gentleman to yield is
because in view of the criticisms that have been made on that
part of the amendment which I had inserted in the amendment
mainly for the purpose of making sure of tha power of the com-
mission in making its investigation, I ask to withdraw that
motion which I offered and to offer the following motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illineois withdraws his
motion to recommit and offers another motion. The Clerk will
read the part that is left in.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, page 3, after iine 21, the following:

“ Baid investigation and report shall also fully cover, so far as prac-
ticable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by
common-carrier corporations subject to the lt)rnvlsions of this act and
the power of Congress to regulate or affect the same, and particularly
methods to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by such corpora-
tions without full value being received therefor.”

Mr. CULLOP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I inake the same point of
order against this that was made against the original motion
for which this is a substitute,

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair
overrules the first point of order that this motion to recommit
could not be offered after the previous gquestion was ordered.
The rule is clear on that question. Rule XXVII, page 388 of
the Manual, says:

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or afier the previous
question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to
entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions,
to a standing or select committee.

The Chair, for the elucidation of the maiter, will state this
in regard to how many motions anybody is allowed to make to
recommit. Of course a Member can only make one if it is
germane, but a motion to recommit is not a motion to recommit
at all if it is ruled out on the point of order, and the logic of
the rule is that everybody wanted the privileze of making a
motion to récommit to be absolute so nobody could take the
power away from a Member, and a Member would have the
right to offer a motion to recommit which is germane. If that
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turned out to be obnoxious to the point of order, that would
go out. Well, now, the Chair does not undertake to say that a
Member can stand up and offer motions to recommit inter-
minably that are not germane. That is a matter in the discre-
tion of the Chairman at the time, but where the Chair believes
a Member is acting in good faith he will entertain them within
reasonable limits. The Chair overrules the second point of
order on the proposition submitted now, and the question is on
the motion to recommit with the last instructions read.

The guestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr., SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I report back from the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce the bill H. R, 22593, with
the following amendments,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, page 3, after line 21, the followlng :

“ Bald investigation apnd report shall also fully cover, so far as prac-
tieable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds b
common-carrier corporations, subject to the provisions of this act an
the power of Congress to regulate or affect the same, and particularly
methods to prevent the issnance of stocks and bonds by such corpora-
tions without full value belng received therefor.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third fime, was read a third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Sims, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

MOTIONS TO RECOAIMIT.

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to repeat the request
which he made day before yesterday, that when gentlemen have
complicated motions to recommit they submit them to the Chair
in advance, if they can do so, because the Chair’s mental appa-
ratus does not work any more rapidly than that of other people,
and it is not always possible to catch the meaning of a motion
by merely hearing it read.

LINCOLN MEMORIAL (8. DOC. NO. 965).

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom-
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I beg herewith to submit a report of the Lincoln Memorial
Commission, and its recommendation, upon the location, plan,
and design for a memorial in the city of Washington, D. C,
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, in accordance with an act
providing a commission to secure plans and designs for a
monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham Lincoln,
approved February 9, 1911.

War, H. TA¥T.

Tuae Wnite House, December 5, 1912.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
10 minutes in which to address the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent for 10 minutes in which to address the House, Is there
objection? o )

Mr. FITZGERALD. For what purpose does the gentleman
wish to address the House?

Mr. BURGESS. I desire to make a short statement and to
insert an editorial in the RECORD.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would suggest the gentleman take the
time on the appropriation bill which is to follow. Mr. Speaker,
it will be impossible to give Members time as was done in the
long session. We have only 40 days to pass all the bills, I ask
that the gentleman take his time in general debate.

Mr. BURGESS., All right.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carvolina. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill H. R. 26680, the legislative, executive, and judicial appro-
priation bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, pending that, may I ask the gentle-
man for the information of the House if there is any notion
as to how much, if any, general debate there will be on the bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There has been no
request for time on either side of the House, except that the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burcess] has indicated that he
desires 10 minutes,

XLIX—12

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from South Carolina that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial
appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 26680, the legislative, executive, and judicial
appropriation bill, with Mr. GarxNER in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 280680) making appropriations for the legislative,
execntive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, T ask
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis-
pensed with.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentfleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent that the first reading of the Dill be dis-
pensed with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BUrGess].

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, during the 12 years I have
been a Member of this House I have not spoken on the race
problem, although I was born and reared in a county in the
district I represent where the population at the time was 80
per cent negroes, and it is one of the districts known as being
in the “black belt.” But I have refrained from discussing the
race question because I am the friend of the negro and I real-
ized no good could come from discussing a problem that all the
South is wrestling with, the ultimate solution of which no man
knows. But I ask permission to have read into the REcorD
an editorial from the Fort Worth Record, of Texas, written by
one of the most brilliant and one of the ablest of southern
journalists—Clarence Ousley—and I do this not for the pur-
pose of provoking any discussion, but simply because I think the
article so well written that it will appeal to all thoughtful men.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the article referred to.

The Clerk read as follows:

[From the Fort Worth Record.]
DEBASING NATURE AND DESPISING GOD.

Bhocking and sickening as is the Chicago story of a young white
girl's infatuation with Jack Johnson and the black animal's brutish in-
sistence upon holding her within the toils of his power, it should not
surprise any man who has the slightest ken of racial Instinet or the
faintest appreciation of the philosophy of soclal consequence.

The only wonder Is that an intelligent tgeo le have permitted associa-
tions that make the least compromise wi undamental principle,

To put it in a paradox, this development is the natural result of an
unnatural contact of whites and blacks tolerated for gain, or for sport,
or for convenlence. When white men meet n men in the prize ring,
when they ride together in street cars or railread cars, or when they
meet upon any common plane, they stand upon a footing of equality for
the occaslon, and repeating the oceasion establishes a status which has
no limitation or differentiation in the mind of the heedless white or the
covetons and lustful black.

There {5 no culture of mind or heart or u!ﬂ[ft of soul of the indi-
vidual black man that warrants social equality with the white man.
That is a hard saying, but it is the decree of nature and God, and to
ignore It is to debase nature and despise God.

May not the black man aspire? es, as hlﬁh as the heavens, May
he not expand? Yes, throughout the whole wide universe. But aspira-
tion and expansion are not hindered by confinement within the asso-
ciation of hils own race. By and of himself, among his own, he must
pursue his own way—and he may not be permitted to ]pursue any other
without consequences revolting to the white man and ultimately destrue-.
tive to himself, for such instances as this repeated will provoke revul-
sion and antagonism merciless and far-reaching.

They play with fire who venture to cross the line of raclal separation
by so much as the slightest step or in the faintest degree. It is not
because the individual white man is injured by the contact of the mo-
ment, or that the individual black man may not be bettered by the asso-
clation. If that were all there would be no race probiem, and the rule
would rest upon an unseemly prejudice. President Roosevelt was not
hurt by the dinner with ker Washington, for with all respect to the
host It may be said that the guest was individually worthy of the hos-
&ltamy. ut In the mathematics of races the honest, humblest black

‘Washington's equal, and since Washington was made egual with
Roosevelt the lowest black became equal with chiefest of the white race.
That is the philosophy of the black man’s reasoning; that is the corol-
lary that finds unconscious lodgment in the white mind moved to an
assoclation by whim or temporary advantage.

Jack Johnson had a white wife, who is now dead, and nothing ill
may be said of the dead. PBut the example has borne fruit in the
weak brain of this poor child of passion who would give her birthright
for the gratifieation of a disea or insane fanecy. 'The sulcide of the
other one, provoked perhaps by a belated realization of her racial de-
basement, i8 no warning to the younger victim lured by notoriety and
intoxicated by adventure.

And that isn’t all. * Oh, some of the best white women In Chicago
ride in this car,” said Johnson to the girl's mother when she shrank
from being seen in his automobile. Of course “the best white women "
in Chicago do not ride in that car, but Johnson sees no reason why
they should not; other brutish negroes there and elsewhere see no
reason why they should not; and thus in millions of negro minds is




178

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

DECEMBER 5,

born the purpose of impudence and insult and ouirage to be visited
upon white women any time and anywhere.

What have we of the Bouth to be concerned about in this unspeak-
able infamy which the undiscerning North tolerates? gglgﬂwe not be
content to preserve our own standards, maintain our integrity
and let others indulge animalism and amalgamation to the utmost of
their bestial bent?

No, for we have knowledge they do not know; we have experiences
which shonld teach them to beware, and we are not faithful as our
brothers’ keepers if we do not ery aloud and warn them of their peril.

Besides, they can not conceal these exploits from the lmowled(fe of
our blacks, and our blacks will be tempted to more wicked deeds,
Quick and sure vengeance awaits the least encroachment here, but it
would be little less than criminal not to endeavor to prevent the
oceasion for vengeance,

Thousands of black brutes all over the land will be moved by this
cireumstanice to entertain the nameless desire which always lurks in
the mind of the low and lustful.

We may not calculate how many white women must suffer the con-
sequence of such example—nor how many black men may be destroyed
to hold the others of the race in leash.

Will men mever learn that nature can not be mocked without pun-
Ishment? That the God of heaven is the God of races? That the
pigment of the skin, while not a badge of dishonor, is an ontward and
visible sign of a status decreed from everlasting to everlasting? Asso-
clation, lliance, or trespass, by whatever action or custom, is out-
Iawry which inviles the wrath ol'v the Most High.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carclina. Mr. Chairman, I yleld
15 minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PArMER].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Parmer] is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. PALMER. Mr, Chairman, I recognize that in the short
session of Congress debate on appropriation bills should not be
interrupted to any great extent by the discussion of matters
which do not relate to those bills; but I crave the indulgence of
the House for a few minutes this afternoon to call attention to
a matter which has no relation whatever to this bill, but which
I think is of sufficient importance to command the attention of
the House.

On the 31st day of October, 1912, an American ambassador
at a foreign court made an address which contains so many
aspersions upon the character and life of a great American
who was twice President of the United States, once Secretary
of State, and whose name has reached the height of immortal-
ity in the world, that I feel we ought not to allow the occasion
to pass without some mention of it in this House. Ambassador
Tteid, at the antumn session of the University College of Wales,
delivered a lecture entitled “One Welshman: A Glance at a
Great Career,” and under that title made comment upon the life,
character, and achievements of Thomas Jefferson.

There seems to be just now considerable renewed interest in
Thomas Jefferson’s life. I have been myself much attracted by
some of the recent literature about Jefferson and about his
beauntiful home in Virginia and its history. I have been at-
tracted also by the scholarly and brilliant work of the distin-
guished Senator from Mississippi, who has been lecturing upon
the life of this great man before the students of Columbia
University in New York. And it is a jarring note, especially at
a time when the philosophy and the political theories of Thomas
Jefferson seem to come in for enlarged support among the
American people, to have the American ambassador at the court
of the greatest monarchy on earth take pains to go out of his
way to ecall attention to what he himself calls the “ odious
details” in the conduect of this great man as indleative, in his
own language, “ of the real character ™ of Thomas Jefferson.

He starts out by giving to Jefferson due and proper credit
for many of the great things which he did, referring to his
“head of gold,” and then goes on in two-thirds of his address
to prove that he had “ feet of clay,” by calling attention to what
he ealls the “absurd inconsistencies and extravagances” of his
life, his works, and his utterances. He not only flings his jibes
at what Jefferson did and said, but sneers at the accomplish-
ments of the great political party which Jefferson founded, and
by misrepresentations and misstatements of the facts secks to
give the impression that they are not worthy followers of that
great man.

I admit that this sort of thing, coming from a man of letters
who desires to be known as a writer of history, would not be
worthy of any crificism here; but I declare that when an Amer-
ican ambassador at a foreign court undertakes thus untruly and
improperly to criticize a man who occupies the position in our
country’s history held by Thomas Jefferson, the occasion is
worthy not only of comment but perhaps of censure.

Mr. Reid begins by stating the admission of Jefferson's ad-
mirers that “his political career was checkered, his executive
course many times open to eriticlsm, his modes of expressing
conviction often ill-considered and extravagant and amazingly
inconsistent, and his acts as a politician frequently far below
the standard of the philogophical writer on government.” He
refers to hihm as “ possessed with such wild notions that he
could not mind his own business” when a member of Washing-
ton's Cabinet; and he finally begins his citations of isolated

utterances of Jefferson to prove his inconsisteney of conduct and
extravagance of behavior by this description of the man :

Mr. TJefferson was not a man of genius. We have seen that he was
not an orator, not a soldier, not a good Executive, least of all, a well-
balanced statesman., DBut he was a philosophieal thinker or dreamer,
and yet with a wonderm:lf practical gift for reading the tendencies of
the populace and for }futt ng their wishes Into persuasive and stately

] g e was at once a philosopher and a partisan,
hilosophy was sometimes ill-balanced and ill-considered: his
partisans (!!p was always adrolt and carefully considered, generally suc-
cessful and sorietimes useful.

When analyzed that paragraph gives him credit only for
sometimes being useful as a party man. The ambassador goes
on to say:

I began by asking you to consider a few reasons why some work of
his gave as much credit to the Welsh stock as nn{lthlng done by any
other man of the blood. But I did not commend him as a u.nlfgrm]y
sound political thinker or as an altogether admirable man. In faect,
as a political opponent he was at times ungenerous and underhanded.
Hven his close friend, James Madison, was constrained to apologize
for his frequent extravagance and inconsistency.

A few examples—

Says Ambassador Reid—
may show the urgent need of this allowance, and at the same time
bring his real character and its limitations into clearer relief. They
will also show the absurd exiravagance to which he habitually re-
gsorted as the surest means of impressing the less intelligent voters.

If the American ambassador could have employed any words
which would have more accurately been intended to call this
great man a demagogue, I know not the words which he could
have chosen. He goes on then in many pages, citing sentences
from his writings and isolated instances of condunect and actions
on the part of Jefferson, to prove these “ absurd extravagances”
which he says denote Jefferson’s “real character.” The accu-
racy of these citations may well be judged by these. He says:

And in ecurious contrast with his Folitlcal descendants, who now
wish to have the decisions of the highest courts reviewed or even
reversed at popular elections, he said %Jluntly: *“The people nre not
qualified to judge questions of law.”

It seems to me the only excuse for such an utterance, which
charges the Democratic Party with having within its ranks as
one of the descendants of Thomas Jefferson the author of the
doctrine which the ambassador here describes, must be found
in the ambassador's absence from the country during the last
few months. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

He goes on to say, further:

He reconciled his personal feeling with holding office almost con-
tinuously for 40 years, but when he became President he was ve-
hemently in favor of rotation In office and was the author of the
doctrine that * to the victors belong the spoils.”

A statement which history will not corroborate. He then
goes on to give his definition of the attitude of the Democratic
Party to-day, which nothing except perhaps an isolated sen-
tence taken out of the context in some of Jefferson’s writings
could possibly justify or excuse. He says:

He wished to confine the at General Government solely to for-
elgn affairs—to be thus conducted without diplomatic establishment.
Every other subject of public concern, excepting solely fo affairs
he wished left to the independent States. Nine-tenths of the preseni
useful activities of the General Government would thus have been de-
stroyed at one stroke.

And he accompanies all this with a sneer at the government
of the great city of New York, which he declares has been for
many generations in control of the party which is proud to
claim Thomas Jefferson as its founder, and which, in the in-
stance cited by Ambassador Reid, he declares without justifica-

‘tion the party has wandered far from the course laid down by

the founder.

After citing these Instances and others that I shall not stop
to read or comment upon, he says:

Burely here are enough inconsistencies and extravagances to show
the need for Mr. Madison's plea that * allowance be made for them.”
In most of them he was n%aalutely sincere. But no sketch of his
career or estimate of his character would be honest withont some men-
tion of others for which such an excuse caen not be offered.

And then he, the ambassador of this Government, standing
before a foreign audience upon foreign soll, talking about the
man who was the first Secretary of the department under which
he, the ambassador, serves, goes on to detail the extravagances
in Jefferson’s character which, he says, show his absolute insin-
cerity, and he winds up this description of the man by reference
to his vulgar and ill-bred habit of sneering at conscientious
beliefs, his doubt of his sincerity when he carried through
Virginia the statute for religious freedom in the colony, sum-
ming it all up by reference to him as—

That strange medley of inconsistency, extravagance, enthuslasm, and
fervid patriotic devotion.

Mr. Chalrman, I shall not go further in this. I admit there
is much in this address of Ambassador Reid which is true and
which is entirely worthy of the subject. There is much in it

which must of necessity have found a place in any sketch of
his great career which shows a proper estimate of the man in
some of the aspects of his life, character, and great achieve-
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ments; but there is so mueh in it which impugns his motives,
doubts his honesty of purpose, and condemns his methods that
the whole constitutes an aspersion upon the life, character, and
conduct of this great man, whose memory we revere down to
this day. And I, for one, as an American Representative in
Congress, would not let the occasion pass without entering my
protest against the impropriety, the misconduct, of an American
ambassador at a foreign court who would thus misrepresent
before a foreign audience one of the greatest men who ever
lived upon American soil. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr, GILLETT. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield
to me?

Mr. PALMER. Certainly.

Mr. GILLETT. I have not read the address of Ambassador

TReid, but I would like to ask the gentleman if it consists mainly
of these criticisms which he has read, or if it does not also
fairly represent the great qualities of Mr. Jefferson?

Mr. PALMER. I said that the ambassador did rather briefly
give him his due credit for great things accomplished, but he
devotes the larger part of his address to what he himself ealls
the * odious details” which show the  true character” of the
man. No man in this House could read the address without
being shocked at the thought that the American ambassador
would thus describe him. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. GILLETT. I listened to what the gentleman read, and I
supposed the larger part of his quotations portrayed weaknesses
which the most devoted friend of Mr. Jefferson fully recognized
that he possessed, and while I think we all of us admire, as I
certainly do, his great qualities and great achievements, I cer-
tainly supposed the members of the gentleman's party would
recognize that a large part of the criticism which he has de-
tailed was founded on history.

Mr. LANGLEY. And these statements of the ambassador
are in the main sustained by eitations in the various volumes
to which he refers.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the full address of Ambassador Reid be printed in the Recorp
so that we may see as a whole what impression it carries.

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection whatever.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
that the full address of Ambassador Reid be printed in the
RECORD,
~ Mr. JONES and Mr. SHACKLEFORD objected.

Mr. GILLETT. That shows the spirit of this eriticism.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We do not want to circulate this
libel any further.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, in order that Ambassador Reid
may be put right in this matter, I ask that there may be
printed, with the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
the estimate of Thowas Jefferson placed upon him by President
elect Woodrow Wilson, as found on page 3, volume 4, of Mr.
Wilson's History of the United States, which reads as follows.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, there was no intent on my
part—

Mr. HEFLIN. Mryr. Chairman, T demand the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has the floor.

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection to the gentleman read-
ing the extract.

Mr. GOOD. It reads as follows:

The difference between Mr. Jefferson and Gen. Jackson was not &
diference of moral quality so much as a difference in social stock and
breeding. Mr. Jefferson, an aristocrat, and yet a philosophical radical,
deliberately practiced the arts of the litician and cxhibited often-
times the sort of insincerity which subtle natures yield to without loss

of essential integrity.

Washington found him a guide who needed
watching.

[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. PALMER. Mr, Chairman, I do not know whether my
time is exhausted or not.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
man five minutes more.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that I had
no intention of making political capital out of this proposition.
Mr. Reid is an official of this Government. He is the am-
bassador of the American Government at the Court of St.
James, and hig conduct and his utterances are not the opinion
of a historian or a man of letters. They are being presented to
foreign people as indicative of the sentiment of the American
people. There is nothing in the gentleman’s quotation from the
speech of Mr. RopENBERG, which was read here last spring dur-
ing the presidential campaign as the utterancesof President-elect
Wilson, which compares for a single moment with the seathing,
untrue descriplion of Thomas Jefferson contained in this ad-
dress by Mr. Reid. [Applause on the Democratic side]

I will yield to the gentle-

Analyze everything that Woodrow Wilson, as a writer of
history, has said about Thomas Jefferson, and any man who is
not blinded by partisanship in the present circumstances in
this country, when Mr. Wilson has reached a high place in the
Democratic Party, would admit that his estimate of Thomas
Jefferson was that of a man who believed him to be the greatest
philosopher and statesman of his time. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] :

I did not take from Ambassador Reid’s address a single sen-
tence out of its context by which it might be judged. I am will-
ing that the entire address shall be printed in the Recorp, and
would be glad to have it there. I made no objection when the
request was made. The impression that any man would get in
reading all that Mr, Wilson has said about Thomas Jefferson
would be that he had the highest admiration and respect and
veneration for the character and achievements of Jefferson,
while the impression any man would get from reading the
address of Ambassador Reid must be that he has a sneering
contempt for many of the attributes of character of this great
man. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. GOOD. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania point to a
single sentence in the address of Ambassador Reid where there
is such a reflection upon the character and integrity of Thomas
Jefferson as is contained in the sentence of Woodrow Wilson
where he says that Washington found in him a guide who
needed watching?

Mr. PALMER.
there is more.

Mr. GOOD. What are they?

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from
South Carolina to yield me one minute.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield one
minute to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have read the address of
Ambassador Reid, as has the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Parsmer]. My impression from reading the address was
that in the main it was laudatory of Thomas Jeflerson, and
there certainly is nothing in that address which in any way
whatever is so condemnatory of the life or character of Thomas
Jefferson as the expression in Mr., Woodrow Wilson's printed
article.

Mr. BUTLER. What does it all amount to, anyway?
can not disturb Thomas Jefferson in history.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from
South Carolina to yield me two minutes.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield the
gentleman from Maryland two minutes.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I think the two gentlemen who
have spoken in regard to this matter have wholly missed the
point. There was a time in the history of this Republic when
its ambassadors were not found in the highways of Europe
belittling and slandering citizens of this Republie, living or dead,
and there was a time even in the history of the other side of
the Ilouse when, had they done so, their conduct would not
have met with its applause. The difference between Mr. Wilson,
the historian, and Mr. Reid, the ambassador, is the difference
between a private citizen and a representative of this Republic
wearing its robes of office and authority, and presumably under
the duty of presenting it to foreign countries in a manner to invite
respect, and not in its most discreditable guise. Thomas Jeffer-
son himself is safe, even from the attacks of this ambassador.
If the President of this Republic did his duty, Ambassador
Reid would not be long safe in his office. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from South
Carolina yield me three minutes?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
statement respecting the bill.

Mr. Chairman, in presenting the legislative, executlve, and
Jjudicial appropriation bill to the committee, I shall detain the
committee long enough to call attention to the material facts
of the bill. While the bill is under discussion under the five-
minute rule I shall feel it my duty to explain any item in the
bill to Members who may desire information. The bill as it
comes to the House carries $319,000 less than the bill for
the current year. It provides for 310 less salaried employees
than the bill for the present year. It provides for 347 less
people than the departments, in the estimates, asked Congress
for.

Of the 310 employees whose services are no longer needed,
there are 175 who were employed in the Census Office completing
the work of the last census, The further services of these people

I have pointed out a dozen sentences where

You

After I have made my

are dispensed with because the work upon which they were
engaged is now about completed.
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There is a reductiom of 100 in the force in the War Depart-
ment. Gen, Wood testified before the committee during the
last session of Congress that more * paper” work was being
done than was mecessary. The bill as it was finally approved
provided that vacancies in the War Department should not be
filled until the whole number of vacancies should equal b per
cent of the entire clerical force. Under that provision of law T8
places became vacant and were not filled. The last military
appropriation bill consolidated three bureaus in the War De-
partment. The consolidation of those bureaus enabled the
department to dispense with the services of 24 people. So that
there has been a reduction of 100 clerks in the War Depart-
ment, but those reductions were made without turning any per-
son out of the Government service. They were made by not
filling vacancies as they occurred. But for the fact that it was
necessary for us in some particulars to increase this bill, we
could have made a larger reduction. We slightly increased the
force in the Library of Congress. In the Copyright Office the
force was not sufficient to keep the work current. That office
is self-sustaining. During the last year it paid into the Treas-
ury about $20,000 in excess of the cost of operating it. We
therefore gave an increased force in the Copyright Office. We
also gave an increased force in the card-indexing depariment.
That likewise is self-sustaining.

In the Civil Service Commission we were compelled to in-
crease the force, first, because the efficiency law of the last
Congress placed additional burdens upen the Civil Service Com-
mission in the keeping of the efficiency records.

The President has recently promulgated an order placing all
the fourth-class postmasters in the classified service. The Civil
Service Commission claim that the keeping of the efficiency
records of the clerks and the attention that will be required in
filling all fourth-class post offices of the country will necessitate
an additional clerical force. We were liberal in granting these
allowances. Speaking for myself, I was particularly anxious
that they should have the increased force. The Government on
on 4th of March will change from one great political party to
the other. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There will be
people unscrupulous or ignorant who would create the impres-
sion that the incoming administration and its friends are hungry
for spoils. I wanted no excuse for the Civil Service Commis-
sion to say that we had denied it the force necessary to enforce
the law. For these reasons we greatly increased their force.
The Post Office Department has been reducing expenses. The
country is constantly growing, but the Post Office Department,
in spite of that fact, has been able from year to year to reduce
its force. This time the department came to the committee
asking for no increase on account of the general increase of
the country’s population and business, but asking for an in-
crease on account of the burdens that will be placed on the
department under the postal savings banks and the parcel-post
laws. The increased work of that department on account of
those two laws necessitated adding 30 clerks, at a cost of about
$40,000. We increased, also, the permanent force in the Census
Office because during the last session Congress passed an act
requiring the Census Bureau to gather tobacco statistics. Con-
gress also passed an act requiring the Census Bureau to gather
additional cotton statistice. The work required of that bureau
under the two laws mentioned necessitated an increased force,
which we have granted.

All through the bill, where we found that the testimony indi-
cated particularly meritorious cases we have increased salaries.
Generally we have increased those in the higher grades, in order
that there may be promotions all along the line. We have en-
deavored to provide that promotions in any division shall be
made from the clerks employed in the particular division. We
found that many clerks, in order to avoid the provisions of the
transfer law, were resigning outright and being reemployed in
another department. We have tried in this bill to correct that
evil.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, as the items in the bill
are reached, if any Member desires any information in regard
to what we have done and why we have done it, I shall feel it
my duty to explain it as best I can.

Mr, PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to get a little
information from the gentleman in charge of the bill about
this appropriation for the maintenance of the internal-revenue
collectors’ offices. How many offices are appropriated for in
this bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. RSixty-three.

Mr. PALMER. Is that the same number that was appropri-
ated for in the last bill?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is.

Mr. PALMER. And that is four less than was carried before?

Mr., JOHNSON of South Carolina. Four less than were car-
ried prior to October 1, 1912.

Mr. PALMER. I assume when the Appropriations Committee
cut down the appropriation for the internal-revenue offices the
committee had in mind there were four offices which could prop-
erly be abandoned for the good of the service.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We bad information to
the effect that there were five that could be dispensed with.

Mr. PALMER. What districts were they?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That information was
given to a member of the Committee on Appropriations outside
of the committee room, and I do not now remember what dis-
tricts they were.

Mr. BURLESON. I am the Member referred to, hut I do not
now recall the location of the distriets, save one. I recall that
one was in the State of Towa. I will state to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania that the districts the committee had in mind
that could be abolished were not the districts that were after-
wards abolished.

Mr. PALMER. That is what I am getting at.

Mr. CARLIN. Which were they?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Caroclina. One was in South Caro-
lina, one in Texas, from obvious reasons, one in Pennsylvania,
and I do not know where the other was.

Mr. PALMER. The one in Pennsylvania was the district in
which I live. [Laughter.] The one in Texas, I think, is in
lti.le district in which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BueLESON]

ves.

Mr. BURLESON.
aholished.

Mr. PALMER. And the other is the district in which the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Joaxsox] lives. I take
it for granted that as far as the South Carolina and Texas dis-
tricts are concerned, at least, the Appropriations Committee had
no idea of having them wiped out.

Mr. MANN. Why should not they if they did not need them?
Does the gentleman assume that the Appropriations Commitiee
is unwilling to abolish a district in Texas because a gentleman
from Texas is on the committee? I think that is a violent
assumption.

Mr. PALMER. I assume the districts in those States are so
important that it would be necessary to continue the offices in
those districts.

AMr. MANN. How many districts are there in Texas?

Mr. BURLESON. One now.

Mr. MANN. That is doing pretty well. {

Mr. BURLESON. How many districts are there in Illinois?

Mr. MANN. Illinois collects more revenue than all the other
districts combined, and there are very few distriets——

Mr. BURLESON. The Peoria district pays more into the
Treasury than all the other districts in Illinois combined, the
gentleman might also add.

Mr. MANN. That is true, and any one of the Illinois districts
pays more internal-revenue tax than all of Texas combined.

Mr. PALMER. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the
bill if he believes this Texas district, and the South Carolina
district, and the Pennsylvania district ought to be wiped out?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have no information on
that subject. I will state, as far as I am at liberty to state,
that a Member of Congress came to the Committee on Appropri-
ations and asked that his name should not be used——

Mr. BURLESON. A Republican Member of Congress.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. A Republican Member.
He said he had knowledge that there was an internal-revenue
district in his State that was absolutely useless for any purpose
except to give somebody a place. That led the committee to
inquire of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue if there were
any districts that could be dispensed with without injury to the
public service. The commissioner furnished to the gentleman
from Texas, who waited on him, a list of five districts which
I understood he thought could be dispensed with without injury
to the public service.

Mr. GILLETT. Why, Mr. Chairman—

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, would there be any impro-
priety in submitting that communication of the commissioner to
the House?

Mr. BURLESON. It was not a communication in writing,
The information was received in a personal conference. I want
to state in fairness to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
Jorxsox] that at the time the committee was considering the
abolishment of a number of these revenue districts it was under-
stood that probably the district in South Carolina would be
one of the districts abolished. I want to state, furthermore,
that in my judgment the publie service will not suffer by reason
of the abolishment of the district in Texas. I want to state,
furthermore, that I believe that the number of internal-revenue
districts now authorized could be still further reduced without
any injury to the public service,

No; it was the Dallas district that was
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Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, if the committee was right
last year in reducing this appropriation because there were five
districts that could be dispensed with, and after the appropria-
tion has been reduced other districts are abolished, the only way
to accomplish the purpose of the last year’s action would be to
still farther reduce the appropriation, would it not?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No; because the President
has the power by Executive order to rearrange these districts
and to abolish as many as he sees fit, and we had an idea that
very shortly there would be a new Secretary of the Treasury
and a new Executlve who would abolish the useless districts,
and it was not necessary for the Committee on Appropriations
to put it in the form of law that it had to be done,

Mr, PALMER. Can the Executive, without legislation,
change the boundaries of these districts?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes, sir.

Mr. PALMER. So he can arrange an entirely new system,
dividing the country into G3 districts?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is my understanding.

Mr. GILLETT. May I state to the gentleman that I do not
know about the private communications of Members of Con-
gress to members of the commitfee or of the Internal Revenue
Commissioner to Members of Congress. I do not think that is
a proper kind of evidence to bring on the floor of the House, but
I would like to ask the gentleman if the collector of internal
revenue did not, in his official statement before the committee,
state that be thought it was to the detriment of the public serv-
ice to decrease the number of the districts?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. He did say in his exam-
ination on this bill that the discontinuance of the districts that
had been discontinued was a detriment to the service.

Mr. GILLETT. And that in his opinion the number ought
not to be diminished? /

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know whether
he said that or not.

Mr. GILLETT. That is my recollection.

Mr. BURLESON. TUmndoubtedly it is true that there ought to
be a rearrangement of these distriets, and it is probable that
the number which we now have, if a rearrangement should be
effected, would be continued, but with the arrangement as it
is now some of these districts could be abolished without in-
Jury to the public service.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, this is the first Indication
that we have had of the attitude of the majority toward ap-
propriations, now that the campaign is over. I think in that
light it is somewhat suggestive and interesting. We all remem-
ber that last year just on the eve of a political campaign the
cry on that side of the House was all for economy and reform.
The pork barrel was closed up, patronage in this House was
cut off, appropriation bills were diminished, and we were told
that the Democratic Party was bound for reform.

The committees on expenditures, which have jurisdiction of
the different departments, were all put to work, and it was ex-
pected that revelations of extravagance and scandals would be
brought before us. All of those hopes entirely failed of realiza-
tion, and all of those committees accomplished nothing, though
I presume they affected public opinion; and now, at the begin-
ning of this Congress, we are going to see what the Democratic
Party will do along those lines after election. That was all
before election, and that was all to make a platform.

This very bill in the last Congress came in so stingy, parsi-
monious, and vicious in what it did and what it did not do that
the Republican members of the committee felt bound to take
the very unusual step of spbmitting a minority report—some-
thing which had not been done before, if I remember correctly,
since I have been a member of the committee.

Now, we all wonder, after the object was achieved, after they
had gone before the people on this platform of economy, now
that they have won power, whether they will carry out those
platform pledges and the precedents which they iried to start
in the last Congress.

In that light I think this bill is suggestive, because in the
last Congress in this bill there was not a single increase either
of salary or of force except, I believe, one very small increase
of a salary which had been diminished by mistake in the pre-
ceding Congress. Except for that in the last Congress you
could look through all the pages of this printed statement on
the legislative bill and you would not find a single increase,
elther of salary or of force. They not only did that, but they
went a step further, and against a hostile Republican adminis-
tration, as they seemed to have considered it, an administration
that had distinguished itself by more genuine efforts for reform
than any other administration that has been here in the 20
Fears that I have seen, an administration which by its efforts
and investigations has cut down the expense of the departments

here in Washington by hundreds of thousands of dollars a year,
against that administration they made a lump-sum reduction.
They not only would not allow that administration a single
increase of force or of salary, but, unable to say where the
administration should diminish its expenditures, unable to go
into details, unable to give any intelligent judgment as to where
a reduction counld be made, they made a lump-sum reduction,
and said that during the year whatever loss in force might
occur should not be filled.

That was their attitode last year toward the Republican ad-
ministration, and now what is their attitude this year? Is it
the same? Last year, as I said, if you looked through these
pages you would not find a single increase. That was for the
Republican administration. Now, if you will take up the report
accompanying this bill, you will find on more than half of ifts
pages increases of force, increases of salary, and in some cases
increases of both foree and salary.

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Jorxsox] says that
some people are unscrupulous and ignorant enough—I think
those were his complimentary adjectives—to feel that the Demo-
cratic Party is hungry for spoils. [Laughter.] I admit that
I am one of those persons who come within that category.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will my friend from
Massachusetts allow me to interrupt him?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am sorry that my friend
from Massachuseits suspects the Democratic Party. I will
look into the dictionary for another adjective to describe the
gentleman. I want to ask the gentleman whether he is com-
plaminiqu because we have made increases either in force or in
salary ;

Mr. GILLETT. I am not. I am complaining because you
treated the administration last year in the way you did and
now begin to take a different tack.

Mr., JOHNSON of South Carolina. Has the administration
mtfjer.fd in any particalar by reason of the reductions that were
made

Mr. GILLETT. Well, we have had only three months since
that bill went into effect. You can not tell, but I have no doubt
the administration has suffered.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I know you would have
suffered, unless that bill had passed, very greatly.

Mr. GILLETT. I have no doubt the administration has suf-
fered. I have no doubt it would have been better to have
given some of these increases then. I agree that many of these
increases of force and of salary are proper. I am not sure but
that they all are; but, under the circumstances, I do criticize
the increases of salary in this bill. I criticize the way in which
they are made. I believe many of the salaries to clerks in the
departments are now inadequate. I believe they ought to be
increased, but I believe the way to increase them is not for our
committee to pick out its favorites and increase them by a bill
like this—

Mr. BURLESON. I should like to ask the genlleman whether
he says that has been done in this bill?

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know.

Mr. BURLESON. Does he mean to insinuoate that it has
been done in this bill?

Mr. GILLETT. I do not mean that they are your personal
favorites. I mean that they are favorites, because they are
picked out when undoubtedly there are many others in the
departments equally deserving.

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman indicate or particm-
larize? Will he put his finger on one case where a man has
been selected out as a favorite?

Mr. GILLETT. Everyone of them who Is selected out is the
recipient of favoritism.

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman state whose favorite
he is?

Mr, GILLETT. I do mot mean that he is your favorite or
any other man’s favorite on the committee. He is the favorite
of this legislation, and the exercising of this favoritism will
lead to further favoritism, as you well know, because you know
that when we have increased the salaries here the bill will go
over to the Senate, and they will put on many other additions,
and we will have to agree to them.

Mr. BURLESON. Right at this particular point——

Mr. GILLETT. I decline to yield right in the middle of a
sentence. I say that our increasing of these salaries will lead
the Senate to do the same thing. Those increases will come
back here, and we will have to consent to their increases. Now,
what we ought to have done is to have reclassified the whole
service. There are many places which are inadequately pald.
I presume I voted for most of these increases of salary. I do
not remember opposing any of them. I think they are worthy,
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but if you are starting in on your principle of reform and econ-
omy, I think the proper way to do it is not to refuse, as you
did last year, to make a single increase either of force or salary
and then come in this year to make increases. Instead of that
you ought to pass a reclassification of the whole civil service.
That is one of the crying needs. There are some of these
clerks who are too highly paid. There are some who are paid
too little. There is a bill which was considered by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations a few years ago, and I think it was
favorably reported by that committee, but did not pass the
House. There is a bill reported by the Committee on Reform in
the Civil Service in the last session for reclassifying the serv-
ica. Either of those bills contains a foundation which might
have been taken up and enacted into law ; but instead of adopt-
ing the system recommended by the Committee on Appropria-
tions and by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service,
you would return to the old-fashioned way which, I am sorry
to say, we have been pursning right along. You have relaxed
from your last year’s stern and ascetic principle of not making
any increases, and now for the Democratic administration you
are making increases both of force and salary.

AMr. BURLESON. I want to ascertain the viewpoint of the
gentleman. He insinuates that these increases which have been
made in this bill are made as the result of favoritism. I want
to know if that is the operating cause that moved those in
charge of this bill for the last 16 years to grant the increases
that have been made in the legislative bill and other appropria-
tion bills.

Mr. GILLETT. T have just criticized it myself and have said
it is the wrong principle. It is the same principle that we have
followed right along.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina,
man a question.

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Suppose we should pass a
law reclassifying the service. Who would put the clerks in
class 4 and class 3 and class 2 and class 17

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is not familiar with the bill
that has been before our committee and before the House, which
provides for reclassifying them nof simply by grades, as they
are now, which is a vicious way, but classifying them according
to the quality of the work that they do.

AMr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Who is to do that?

Mr. GILLETT. The head of the deparfment does it.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Who came down here
before our committee saying: “ This man who is drawing $1,600
is worth $1,800"?

Mr. GILLETT. The head of the depariment, of course.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The same people who
would do the reclassifying.

Alr. GILLETT. No; but then they would reclassify according
to the character of the work.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is what they testi-
fied before the committee, that they are asking for an increase
because of the men's work. If there is any favoritism it is
shown by the department and not by Congress. I do not know
any of these people.

AMr. GILLETT. I will say frankly that I do not suspect these
are the personal favorites of any member of the committee,
but it is the system of favoritism appointing them in this way.
The way they ought to be appointed is the other way. The
very austere self-control which gentlemen exercised in the last
Congress is very different from the generosity they are exer-
cising here.

Another contrast is in reference to another branch of de-
partmental service which is subject to great improvement.
The committee last year recognized that superannuation was
one of the evils of the service. It is one of the greatest prob-
lems that can be tackled by any committee, and if the Com-
mittee on Appropriations would strike out these two evils,
would reclassify and would strike out superannuation, they
would do something of permanent value.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GILLETT, Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the committee did do
that, but with the gentleman’s assistance the President wrote a
veto message with reference to it.

Mr. GILLETT. The committee did do it; but in such a erude
and preposterous way that I venture to say they will not dare
repeat it when they come into power. I agree that there is no
inconsistency in not doing it at this session, because they know
it would be vetoed again; but I venture to say now that you
will not dare to do it in the next Congress, because you know
it is not the right way.

Let me ask the gentle-

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Massachusetts
characterizes the method in very harsh language. My recollee-
tion is that he made the statement that if we were not to adopt
a civil retirement law, in his opinion this was the very next
best thing to be done.

Mr., GILLETT. The gentleman is mistaken in his recol-
lection.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was of the opinion that that was what
the gentleman from Massachusetts believed about it.

Mr. GILLETT. No. Now, as to this question of superannua-
tion, the committee met it in a erude way in the last Congress,
which, as I say, was utterly inadequate and which I do not
beiieve they will press when they have the power and are able
to put it into effect. So the criticism I make of the committee
is not on this bill. I think this bill is a good bill, a much
better bill than that of the last session. The criticism I make
is that last session they flung out the banner of economy and
reform and put through a bill they praised highly because it
did not have in it any increases for the Republican adminis-
tration, and just as they are going to have an administration
of their own they abandon that policy and bring in the same
kind of a bill that had been going on before and which they so
harshly criticized. :

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will not we have to op-
erate under that bill from March until July of next year?

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
as we know it now.

Mr. GILLETT. Of course, I had not an idea then that you
were going to operate under it for 12 months.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that all the increases
recommended in this bill are positions in the classified service?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. And so far as any party affairs is con-
cerned, there are none,

Mr. GILLETT. That depends upon what you do fo the
classified service. That is what we are all waiting to see. The
gentleman from South Carolina says that only unserupulous
and ignorant persons think there is any hunger for spoils on
that side. If that is true, there are many unserupulous and
ignorant persons,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, T am not hungry for spoils, neither
are my constituents. I have a great many patriotic and com-
petent citizens who believe they can materially improve the
character of the administration by being made a part of it.

Mr. MANN. With a fixed salary. =

Mr. FITZGERALD. And I hope to have them given an op-
portunity to demonstrate what they can do.

Mr. GILLETT. That confirms my suspicion that was so
criticized by the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That does not mean that the classified
service is to be utterly demoralized, although in my own opinion
there are some positions in the classified service, filled by some
Republicans who were covered there by Executive order, which
would be very greatly improved by having a change in the
occupants.

Mr. GILLETT. I presume that the gentleman from New York
has a certain number and other gentleman have a larger num-
ber, so that among you all the whole service could be changed
and much improved.

Mr, FITZGERALD. I might add this: If the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrerr] will give me a list of the
places that he knows would be the easiest for me to obtain
for my constituents after his long experience with the adminis-
trations of his own party I would feel very grateful to him.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, would the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FrrzeeraLp] be willing to take a list of the places
which the gentleman from Massachusetts has been instru-
mental in filling and be satisfied with them?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ob, it is very easy to satisfy me.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman is skillfully evading the question.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not believe that the gentleman
from Massachusetts should be put in a position where he might
be forced to confess that perhaps he has not been as arduous
in some phases of his work as recent events would make him
believe he should have been.

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman from New York be willing
to take the same number of places or the places which have
been filled through the instrumentality and personal solicitation
of the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think It is right
for the gentleman from Illinois to try and force a declaration
from the gentleman from Massachusetts upon that point. It
might coerce the gentleman into making a statement that is not
exactly founded upon facts,

We knew it then as well
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Mr, MANN. Would the gentleman fromy Texas be willing for
be satisfied with filling the places that have been filled under
Republican administrations through my instrumentality?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. We know the gentleman: has
never been persona grata for over 10 minutes in any adminis-

tration. I wish to announce for myself that I de not intend |

to put any lHmitations either upon my activities or my desires
to serve to the best of my ability the most intelligent constitu-
ency in flie United States.

Mr. MANN. It is guite evident that none of the gentlemen
are willing to confine themselves; All are afier the spoils, red-
liot, all the time, chasing them down.

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mpr. Chairman, if displacing an incom-
petent Republican with an efficient Democrat is Deing after the:
spoils, then I am after the speils.

Mr. MANN. And if replacing a competent Republican: by an
ineficient Democrat is after the spoils the gentieman will still
be after the spoils.

Mr, FITZGERALD: Mr. Chairman, that is a situation that
can not possibly exist. There are no ineflicient Demoerats seel-
ing positions, and there are many incompetent Republicans hold-
ing them.

Mp, MANN. T have no- doubt that that is the attitude of all
the Demoeratic Members:

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. .Mr, Chalrman, I was going to say that
that, I think, pretty well justifies me in putting myself in: the
class reprobated by the gentleman from South Carolima [Mr.
Jouxson]. All Democrats who want office are efficient in the
eyes of the majority, and any Republican who is in the place
they want is inefiicient. We have been wondering what would
be their attitude; and this bill is the first indication, and appar-
ently their Spartan self-denial of last session is loosening, and
I expect their zeal for economy will steadily diminish and their
appetite for spoils increase. T want it to be made clear that I
am not eriticizing this bill, but it is the last year's humbug that
I am criticizing, when they pretended they were not going fo
increase any office or salary, when they paraded themselves as
the great apostles of reform and economy, and now just as soon
as they have the administration they desert their past pro-
fessions.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. SLAYDEN, Is not that statement perfectly consistent
with the moderate increase that is made necessary by the in-
crease in population? .

Mr. GILLETT. There was just as much increase last year
as there is this year. They did not give a single increase last
year; instend they cut the bill down. Last year it was a
Republican administration that they were providing for, and
this year it is a Democratic administration that they are pro-
viding for. I will agree that the gentleman i8 correct, that
there ought to be, in the natural course of things, an Increase
every year.

Mr. SLAYDEN.
actual demands,

Mr. GILLETT.

A moderate increase commensurate with

Certainly, there oughf to be, and last year
it was mot given; and the present administration, above any
administration I Lknow of, has disclosed a genuine zeal for
economy, and has introduced reforms that right here in Wash-
ington have cut off the salary list hundreds of thousands of

dollars a year. Yef, despite that fact, Iast year while business
was growing not an inerease was made.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr.. GILLETT.. Certainly.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman speaks of in-
creases in salary. WIll the gentleman, for the information of
the committee, state the largest increase of salary that is con-
tained in the pending bill?

AMr, GILLETT. O, I do not remember.

Mr., BYRNS of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that no increase
of salary has been made to a greater extent than $2507

Mr. GILLETT. 1 should not wonder..

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And there are not over 12 or 15
increases in the entire bill,

Mr. GILLETT. I think there are more than that, but the
amount is not fmportant; it is the principle I am eriticizing.
Why do not you live up to the prineiple you laid down last
year—a principle that is good enough for a Repullican admin-
istration? Why do not you follow it when your own administra-
tion comes into power? That is my eriticism. I a2 not eriti-
cizing the bill, but I am simply stating that you are not follow-
ing out now the same unintelligent parsimony which you showed
Iast year; and I expect that it was just a prelude to an egually
unintelligent prodigality when you will come to appropriate for
your own administration,

s
| Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.

i " Mr. Chairman, inasmuclh
|as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gimrerr] ean not
find anything in this bill te criticize, and is compelled to go
iback and criticize the Dbill that was passed at the last Con-
| gress, I ask for a reading of this bill.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, every intelligent Member of
Congress recognizes that there is a crying necessity for a re-
form in the classified service of the Government. Members of
' the Housge who are chargeable with the responsibility of fram-
'ing the appropriation bills in recognition of that faet during
' the past 8 or 10 years have made repeated efforts to effect this
' reform by embodying paragraphs in appropriation bills dealing
with this subject. Of course such paragraphs in appropriation
biils are subject to the point of order, and if we should manage
to get over the point of order we are in danger of running
counter to a presidential veto for attempting legizlation on an
appropriation bill; but, Mr. Chairman, there is a committee of
the House of high standing——

Mr. GILLETT, Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr. BURLESON. Not now. I will yield to the gentleman in
a minute; There is a eommittee of the House of great infiuence
and Righ standing chargeable with the duty under our rules
of dealing with this subject matfer, upon which the grave
responsibility is imposed of reporting to this House remedial
legisglation looking to the correction of this great evil, not only
of reorganizing the classified service but also of looking fo the
elimination of admitted superannuation which exists in all the
departments of the Government. That committee was for many
years presided over by a very distinguished Republican. T
will not charge that the distinguished gentleman has been
guilty of neglect of duty, I will not charge that he has idled on
the job; but the chairman of the Committee on Reform in the
Civil Service in the Sixty-first Congress, in the Sixtieth Con-
gress, in the Fifty-ninth Congress, at any time that he desired
to correct this great evil that has been pointed out by the gentle-
man from: Massachusetts, could have assembled that great com-
mitftee, formulated his proposition of reform in the shape of a
bill, and reported it to this ITouse for consideration. Now, Mr.
Chairman, it was not the fault of the minority, the Demoerats,
in the Sixty-first, the Sixtieth, and the Fifty-ninth Congresses
that this action was not taken. It was a fault, if T may say
8o, which rested more with the chairman of the Committee on
Reform in the: Civil Service than with any other; and I must
say that it comes with poor grace from the gentleman from
Massachusetts, who held the chairmanship on the Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service for so long, to come here now
and point ent that a feeble effort is being made by the ma-
jority at this time to correet some of these manifest abuses
that now exist in our Civil Serviee. If the gentleman had been
diligent when he was at the head of the committee which he
presided over with such grace and such dignity for so long a
time, if he had been diligent in the discharge of his duty, there
would not now be substantial basis for the criticism he directs
against those who have had the preparation of this bill.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, T am obliged to the gentleman
for his suggestion, because he unfortunately is ignorant of the
fact, as is quite apt to be the ease with that side of the House.
He says if I had done my duty as chairman of that committee
there would have been such a report. Now, as a matter of fact
there was. That committee was called together and that com-
mittee worked with great dilizence through two Congresses,
and' it reported a bill which was the result of a vast amount
of work upen bothh these subjects; which I am now criticizing
the Committee- on Appropriations for neglecting.

AMr. BURLESON. The gentleman’s side controlled the House,
why did not you puf it through?

Mr. GILLETT. T did not control the Iouse; T did the best I
counld. I did get a report out of the commiittee in favor of a
bill to cure this superannuation and a bill for a reclassification.
Those bills the present Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv-
ice, although I have urged it upon the committee, has paid no
attention to; but the Committee on Appropriations, which last
' year had a rule which made everything in order on a bill, could
have undoubtedly with equal ease this year secured just
such a rule. They had before tliem, or might have if they were
not all as ignorant as the gentleman from Texas that such bills
nad been reported—they miglit have those bills which were re-
ported before tliem, might have brought them in here and used
tliem as a basis for the bill they made and with the consent of
the Committee on Rules brought them up.

It is a reform that is as crying a need for the administration
of this Government as anything of which I know—those two
points, the reclassification of the service and the cure of super-

annuation—and yet the majority on that side of the House has
done nothing toward it except that preposterous and crude
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" proposition which was made in the last Congress, and which I
will venture to predict that now when they have the three
branches of the Government they will not try to put through
the next Congress, but will abandon it.

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman berates this side of the
House for failing to do in 6 months what the gentleman failed
to do in 14 years.

Mr. GILLETT. You might have started it. You had the
results of our work before you which you might have taken
as a basis,

Mr. SLAYDEN.
bill?

Mr, GILLETT. A contributory pension bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, some features of the
gentleman’s statement are hardly in accordance with the gen-
eral gentleness of discourse for which he is noted. As I hap-
pened to enter the House the gentleman was endeavoring to
point out the fact that the Committee on Appropriations had
recommended no increases of compensation during the last ses-
sion, and that in the pending bill some increases had been made.
He seemed to assume that the committee had refused in the last
session to recommend any increases because a Republican ad-
ministration would be the beneficiary of such increases, while
their conduct at this time was prompted by the fact that the
Democratic administration would be the beneficiary of these in-
creases, The Committee on Appropriations during the last ses-
gion of Congress, in view of the fact that all branches of the
Government had been in complete control of the Republicans
for a long period, realizing that the demand existed throughout
the country for a halt in the extravagant program that had
been followed for years in appropriating and expending public
money, laid down a rule that it would not recommend any in-
creases of compensation in any bill reported from that com-
mittee, and that unless imperative reasons were shown it would
not recommend the creation of any new positions. My recol-
lection is that the Committee on Appropriations made but four
recommendations for increases in the bills coming from that
committee—one to correct an unintentional reduction of the
compensation of a laborer, made by the preceding Congress;
two to increase the compensation of laundry women in a tuber-
culosis hospital in the District of Columbia ; and one other that
I do not recall. The purpose was to halt the custom that had
been in existence of granting indiseriminately favors to those
with the largest amount of influence and the most powerful
connections. It was attempted to get the estimates on a fair
basis in order to be in a position to proceed to do justice in
such instances as the future might disclose changes to be neces-
sary. What the committee has done in the present bill is the
best answer to the charge that the Democratic committee has
attempted to make recommendations that would be for the
benefit of a Democratic administration after the knowledge had
come to the country that the Democrats were to control the
Government after the 4th of next March.

The estimates submitted by this administration for amounts
to be carried in the legislative appropriation bill are $2,208 -
492,12 in excess of the amount actually appropriated for the
current fiscal year, and the committee recommends a bill carry-
ing $317,627.88 less than the amount enacted in the law for
the current year. So that the commitiee has recommended a
bill of two million and about six hundred thousand dollars less
than the present administration estimates will be required after
the 1st of July to carry on the departmental service. Ample
justification was given to a Democratic House very greatly to
enlarge the public service in Washington if it had a desire to
take any mere petty political advantage of the sitnation. But,
Mr. Chairman, the committee is confronted by the fact that
the estimates submitted by the administration for the ensuing
fiscal year are $113,415,455.14 more than the revenues for 1914
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury, as required by
law. This does not take into contemplation the estimates for
deficiencies that may for any reason, proper or improper, re-
quire additional appropriations during this session; nor does
it take into account whatever appropriations may be made for
miscellaneous items outside of appropriation bills.

Even if the appropriations, estimated, in round numbers, at
$30,000,000, for the Panama Canal, reimbursable out of the
issuance of bonds, be eliminated there will still be a deficit of
some $53,000,000 contrasted with the estimated revenues fore-
cast by the Secretary of the Treasury. In his report to Con-
gress in accordance with the law, in order to wipe out this
deficit or make it as low as possible, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury eliminates the $60,000,000 required under the terms of the
sinking-fund aect for the redemption of the public debt. Elimi-
nating the amount required for sinking-fund purposes, and also
eliminating the $30,000,000 required for Panama Canal con-

Is not the superannuation plan a pension

struction purposes, reimbursable out of the bonds authorized
to be issued, there will still be a deficit of over $22,000,000,
without taking into consideration deficiencies or miscellaneous
items and without considering any authorizations of any char-
acter for new river and harbor projects or new public buildings.

It seems to me that, instead of criticizing the Democratic
House for making the comparatively few recommendations for
increases of compensation of persons in the classified service in
the legislative bill, gentlemen on that side of the House might
better devote themselves to some discussion or explanation of
the very remarkable financing of public operations in which
this administration seems to be engaged. I take it that if
Congress were to accept the estimates of the various executive
departments and appropriate in accordance with them this ad-
ministration would have the satisfaction of knowing that a
Demoeratic Congress would be required to find at Jleast
$83,000,000 additional to the revenues now available in order to
meet the obligations of the Government.

I hope Members of the House will bear these facts in mind
during this coming winter, and that fii the consideration of
legislation designed to fix permanently large annual charges
upon the revenues of the Government some attention will be
paid to the fact that it is not necessary that Congress shall de-
vote its time to the means by which the public revenues shall
be expended, but that it will be necessary to give cousiderable
time and thought to ascertaining sources from which additional
public revenues may be obtained. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mpr, Chairman, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. GILLETT] seems to have provoked some personal criti-
cism of himself by suggestions which he made, which apparently
were not understood on the Demoeratic side of the House. I
did not understand the gentleman from Massachusetts to criti-
cize the items of increase of salaries in this bill at all. e
merely called attention to the fact that in the last session, when
it was uncertain as to who would have control of the Govern-
ment the next time, the Democrats had taken the position that
they would not make any increase of salary, and that at this
time they have made some increases to which, I think, he does
not object.

The distingnished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burresox],
who hopes to be in the Cabinet of the next President—and I
agree with him in that respect [applause]l—suggested that it
was the fanlt of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as the
chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, that
changes have not been made.

I served on that committee for many years with the gentle-
man from Massachusetts as chairman, and I can testify that
there were many rocks placed in the road of his automobile in
the line and direction which he sought to run it. I threw some
of them myself. [Laughter.] He has worked diligently in this
House for many years for the purpose of effecting reformns in
the administrative branch of the Government, and no one ought
to criticize him for again calling attention to what he believes
are necessary reforms, and for eriticizing the other side of the
Housge for not bringing in those reforms.

I do not object, Mr. Chairman, to the Committee on Appropria-
tions having made recommendations of increases of salary. I
think last year there ought to have been some increases. [
have no doubt this year there ought to be some increases, I do
not believe that the Committee on Appropriations in making
recommendations this year have been influenced by the fact
that they were personally interested in the offices where the
salaries were increased, or that their party was personally in-
terested in those offices. After a while we will reach the real
distinction between Democrats seeking election and Democrats
after election, when we are called upon to vote for an ex-
travagant and unnecessary public-building bill and an extrava-
gant river and harbor bill, when the boys really get in fheir
work on the pork-barrel bills which they were afraid to pass
at the last session of Congress, but which they determined to
have at this session.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For mileage of Senators, §$531,000.

AMr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following

amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gent'lemun from Indiana offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding after line 4,

“Provided, That hereafter Mem
ritories, the Resident Commissioner from I'orto Itico, and the Itesident
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands shall be paid only thelr actual
traveling expenses while traveling from their homes to Washington
City and return on the usual and ordinary route of travel from their
legal residence: Provided, That said sums of money shall be paid out

age 2, the following:
8 of Congress, Delegntes from Ter-
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upon the certificate of the Members of Congress, Delegates from Terri-
tories, the Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico, and the Resident
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands, and not otherwise.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order that that amendment is not germane to the portion of the
bill which has just been read. This portion of the bill deals
with the appropriation for the Members and officers of the
United States Senate. The amendment suggested by the gentle-
man covers a great many things not at all relating to the Senate.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Cox].

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment
is germane to the subject under consideration, The part of the
bill to which the amendment proposes to apply is—

For mileage of Senators, $51,000.

The subject of inquiry now under consideration is the ques-
rion of mileage, and anything which relates to that subject is,
in my judgment, germane,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXI, known as the old Holman rule,
it certainly becomes germane, Anything is in order which tends
to reduce the public expenditures and to bring economy in the
administration of the affairs of this country. I insist that it is
germane because it relates particularly and peculiarly to the
subject under inquiry.

The subject under inquiry is that of the mileage of Senators.
While it is true that the amendment which I propose here is
somewhat broader than the language set out in this paragraph,
relating exclusively to the mileage of Senators, and the amend-
ment relates not only to the mileage of Senators but to the
mileage of Representatives, Delegates, and Resident Commis-
sioners, I do not believe that under the rules and practices of
the House its germaneness is destroyed. The vital question, as
far as germaneness is concerned, is the question, Does the
amendment relate to the subject under inquiry? If it does, it
lwlc:omcs germane. I do not believe the point of order is well
taken.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Frrzeerarn] desire to be heard further on the point of order?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not.

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this comes
within the Holman rule and is germane, for the reason that it
applies to Members of Congress and is a limitation on the
appropriation.

Mr, MANN. If the Chairman will permit, the portion of {he
Lill under consideration is headed:

Legislative—Senate.

It is a familiar rule that an item which may be germane to a
hill may still not be germane to a particular portion of the bill.
Thig amendment is offered in connection with the appropriation
for the mileage of Senators, but is not confined to the mileage
of Senators. It includes the question of mileage for the Mem-
bers of the House. The appropriation for mileage of Members
i.';f“t].lc House is carried in an entirely different portion of the

Il

The CIHHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from
Illinois a question in that connection.

This paragraph simply appropriates for the mileage of Sen-
ators, while the amendment undertakes to designate the amount
of money that may be received either by a Senator or by a Mem-
ber of the House?

Mr, MANN. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. If this amendment is adopted here, would
it not apply equally to Members of the House, although the ap-
propriation for their mileage is made at a different point in the
bill?

Mr. MANN.
in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Even if this amendment is not offered at
that point, this being a limitaticn on the appropriation made
elsewhere for the mileage of Members of the House, it seems to
the Chair that it would apply to that appropriation whereyer
made.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no appropriation in this para-
graph for mileage for Members of the House, and an amend-
ment providing for mileage for Members of the Iouse, Dele-
gates and Commissioners would not be in order at this point,
because it would not be germane. At this point provision is
made to pay the mileage of Senators. Any amendment to be
in order at this point must be germane. An amendment pro-
posing to veduce the stationery allowance of Members of the
House would uot be in order here. No more is an amendment
to eontrol the amount of mileage to be paid a Member.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York con-
tend that a limitation on the amount of mileage received by
Senators would not be in order?

It would apply if it were offered at that point

Mr. FITZGERALD., That is not this question. The ques-
tion is much more comprehensive than that; it embraces Mem-
bers of the Senate and Members of the House, Delegates, and
Resident Commissioners. An amendment affecting them is not
germane to a provision confined exclusively to Members of the

enate.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, personally, I doubt whether the
amendment is permissible under the provisions of the Holman
rule. But I am inclined to think that both the gentleman from
New York and myself are mistaken. An amendment if it was
offered is germane to this portion of the bill affecting the mile-
age of Senators, and if the item was offered as to the mileage
of Senators, I think an amendment to that effect as to the mile-
age of the Members of the House would be in order, and if so,
it is in order as originally offered in one item.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule unless the
gentleman from Indiana wishes to be heard.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I have
anything further to say except that I think it comes clearly
under article 2, Rule XXI, what is known as the Holman rule,
and, as I said a moment ago, I think it is germane. What is
the subject under inquiry? It is the question of mileage. True,
the paragraph relates to the mileage of Senators, but as the
Chairman knows, Senators are Members of Congress exactly as
are Members of the House, and because my amendment brings
in two more classes of persons who are Members of this same
body, to wit, the Resident Commissioner of Porto Rico and the
Commissioners of the Philippine Islands, yet I insist that that
d?res not destroy the germaneness of the amendment which I
offer.

The Chair, of course, is conversant with the rule to which
I have referred. It reads, in part:

Nor shall any provision in_any such bill or amendment thereto
changing existing law be in order, except as such as being germane to
the subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the
reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the Vnited
States, lglymlhe reduction of the compensatiion of any person paid out

of the asury of the United States, or by the reduction of the
amounts of money covered by the bill.

And so forth.

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment I have
proposed to the bill comes squarely within that part of the
rule. It is germane because the subject of inquiry is that of
the mileage of a part of the Members of the Congress of the
United States, because my amendment uses language which
covers two or three other persons, yet the subject to which my
amendment ‘already applies is that of mileage, and I insist is
germane.

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment proposes to cut down or
limit the mileage allowed to Senators, Members of Congress,
Resident Commissioners, and Delegates. If it applied only to
Senators it would undoubtedly be germane to this paragraph,
but it is a broader amendment than that and applies to all
Members of Congress. Now if an amendment, as suggested by
the gentleman from Illinois, was offered to limit the mileage of
Senators had been submitted, an amendment to that amendment
to include Members of the lower House of this body would
have been in order. So it seems to the Chair that since the
amendment embraces both of the subjects that would have
been in order it is germane, and the Chair overrules the point
of order.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take
much of the time of the House in discussing this question,
because it has been discussed on the floor of the House time
and time again. I do not know that I can add anything to
what has been said on this subject by men abler than I am to
present it. But, Mr. Chairman, I do believe that this amend-
ment should carry and that it should be made permanent law.
I think the Appropriations Committee last winter and suminer
did splendid work in reducing the appropriations, and I think
they shonld be commended for it, and I have no doubt that their
splendid work in reducing the appropriations was reechoed
throughout the country during the campaign and materially
aided the Democratic Party in achieving the splendid victory in
the November election.

The appropriations last year were reduced something like
£31,000,000 below what any previous Congress had made them.
I have believed for some time that it was the odds and ends of
Congress in making appropriations that the people have a
meritorious right to protest against. The people have no right
to object, nor do I believe they do object, against meritorious
appropriations, made to legitimately run the Government. It
will not be contended by any Member of this House for a mo-
ment that it costs him 20 cents per mile each way to travel from
his home to the city of Washington and return by the usual
and ordinary routes of travel between his residence and the
Capital.
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In fact, it can not possibly cost him 20 cents per mile. Al-
most all railroads in the country sell tickets for 2 cents per
mile, and this, with sleeping-car berths and meals en route,
does not amount to O cents per mile. There is not a Member
of the House, though he live at the remotest corner or section
of the United States, who can not travel from his home to
Washington City on 5 cents a mile or less.

It is not so much a question of saving this amount of money,
though this is an item fo be considered, as it is thie principle
involved in the case. When the Democratic Party got control
of this House a little over a year ago it began with its pruning
knife. It lopped off a fremendous lot of useless jobs here and
there, and which were conceded to be useless, because, after
cutting out these useless jobs, the organization of the House
moved right on, showing that the jobs disposed of had been
useless, go far as efliciency of the organization of the ITouse is
concerned.

I believe that the cuiting out of these useless jobs saved the
Government approximately $150,000 per year in the way of
salaries. Another practice has grown up here to which I could
not subseribe, and that was allowing the employees of the House
a month’s extra salary. This was cut out by the Democratic
caucns and saved the conntry approximately $65,000. I believe
the country agreed with the Democratic Party, when in caucus
assembled, that it did right in abolishing the large number of
useless jobg and cntting out the exira month’'s pay for the
employees of the House,

What kind of position have we got ourselves into by this
kind of legislation? Let me appeal to you, my Democratic
friends, who propose to stand for economy, to look this gues-
tion squarely in the face. Are we doing justice, are we doing
right, when we say to the little employee who travels from the
Pacific coast, at a cost to him of from $65 fo $100, making a trip
here to fill a position the salary of which ranges from $1,200
to $1,500 per year or less, we will deny him his extra month’s
salary, which was given to him for the purpose of compensating
him for his mileage, and at the same time refuse to repeal
our 20 cents per mile and allow ourselves to be paid our actunal
traveling expense? Is this justice? Is it right to refuse to
allow the employees of the House their month’s salary in lien
of mileage and at the same time refuse to repeal the law allow-
ing us 20 cents per mile each way for going and returning, and
in lieu of that allow ourselves actual traveling expenses when
this is more than we are giving to the employees of the House?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. COX of Indiana. Certainly.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, T want to say to
the gentleman that I am thoroughly and heartily in sympathy
with the purpose of his amendment, and I have taken occasion
to say so several times upon this floor. I want to ask the gen-
tleman, with reference to the amendment as it is drawn, if it is
not, as a matter of fact, possible under that amendment, as it
was read from the Clerk’s desk, for Members of the House to
go back and forth from their homes and the city of Washington
any number of times during the session and collect actual trav-
eling expenses for each trip?

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not belleve so.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proeeed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?
Jjection,

Mr. COX of Indiana. The language used by me in the
amendment read from the desk follows very closely the lan-
guage of the old statute, which allows Members to collect 20
cents per mile each way, going and returning by the usual
routes of fravel.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think, in
order that there may be no question about it, that he better
provide expressly upon the face of the amendment that it
should be paid only once during each session?

Mr. COX of Indiann. - If the gentleman has any question
about it, I would be very glad to accept such an amendment.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I am just suggesting that to the
gentleman.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that
the amendment I have offered will permit a Member of Con-
gress to charge for different trips. In any event, I take it
that no Member of Congress would undertake fo charge for
more than one trip. I regard Members of Congress as being
high-priced men, and I would net believe for a moment that
any Member, even though the amendment which I have offered
might permit him to do so, would charge for extra trips to his

There was no ob-

home. I do neof think he would do it, because of the moral
obloquy he would undoubtedly bring upon himself if he at-
tempted to do so.

Mr. KINDRED. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COX of Indiana. Certainly.

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that I lost the
drifi of what the gentleman said on this phase of the subject.
How many trips does the gentleman's amendment anticipate?

Mr. COX of Indiana. One here and one home. Mr. Chair-
man, a year ago last summer I looked inte the question of
milenge with some considerabile degree of eare. It is muech
broader than the mere question of mileage to Members of
Congress. I give it as my sincere judgment that this country
could save approximately a million dollars a year by looking
into the mileage proposition. The oflicers of the Army while
traveling on duty are allowed 7 cents a mile while coming and
going to and from thelr posts of duly. A short time ago I
asked the War Department to furnish me with vouchers or
copies of vouchers for travel pay of officers, the appropriation
of which was something like $500,000, and on reading these
vouchers I found some exceedingly interesting reading. For
instance, each year a fremendous amount of money is paid out
to officers of the Army at the rate of T cents per mile while
traveling from one point to another for the sole purpose of
taking test rides. If this was remedied and the officers of the
Army put on actual expense basis, it would save the people a
tremendous sum of money each year.

The statute allowing Members of Congress 20 cents per mile
was passed in 1799, long before the era of railroads in this coun-
try and at a time when travel was made on foof, on horseback,
and conveyance, and at a time when, no doubt, it cost the Mem-
bers of Congress at least 20 cents per mile each way to make
the journeys from their homes to the capital and return. For
instance, Members living in New Ingland and in Georgia,
where they had to travel 600 or 700 miles in order to reach
the capital, and over poor roads which no doubt existed at that
time, and being several days on their journey, no deubt but
what it cost them at least 20 cents per mile to make their jour-
ney; but to-day when the remotest sections of our country, the
United States, can easily be reached by rail in four or five days’
travel, with fare reduced on all trunk-line railroads to 2 cents
per mile, there is no reason why the old statute passed in 1799
should not be either repealed outright or amended so as to meat
improved conditions of travel of fo-day.

At the time when the old statute was enacted the salary of
Members of Congress was $7 per day, and the salary has been
increased from time to time, until to-day it is $7,500 per year.
To repeal the old statute or to amend it by paying actual travel-
ing expense is in line of progress with the interests of the day.
I know of no business house in this country that pays its em-
ployees mileage, but all of them pay their employees actual
traveling expenses, and these expenses are paid out on vouchers
furnished by the employees.

Mr. Chairman, we can not in good faith remedy the mileage
evil as I think it exists in other branches of the Government
to-day so long as we fail to remedy our own mileage. The law
ghould either be repealed outright or should be amended so as
to pay each Member his actual traveling expenses. This is fair,
just, and equitable and is Im line with progressive business
interests of the country.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Imdiana [Mr.
Cox] is talking about a reform making a large saving. I am
not taking issue with Irim on that point, but why should not the
gentleman go further? I think when a man is elected to this
House and paid a salary for his services the Government ought
to be entitled to his entire time. We are asked here daily to
excuse Members from attendance upon the sessions of the House
on account of important business. Under the rules of the IHouse,
when a Member is absent without lenve——

Mr: COX of Indiana. Is the gentleman addressing that to me?

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Indiana was talking on the
subject, and I want to invite the gentleman's attention to this
point: Under the rules of the House, perhaps the law—I am not
sure about that—when a Member is absent without leave he
forfeits his salary, and yet we every day excuse men from at-
tendance on the House on account of important business. If
the gentleman will figure upon that he will find that perhaps he
can save the Treasury a great deal by deducting the salary
from Members who are absent on important business by refus-
ing to permit them to leave this ITouse to attend to important
private business, T admit that when a man’s family, or a mem-
ber of same, is ill, or something of that sort, that he should be
permitied to leave and remain away during sueh illness; but
when Members leave to attend to busimess that pays them bet-




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 187

the time they have been away attending preferably to impor-
tant private business? I do not desire the gentleman to under-
stand me as making a speech in opposition to his amendment;
but since the gentleman has started on a line of economy, why
not pursue it in this direction and not have the whip of this
House wear himself out to get a quorum here at times when it
is very important to have one because gentlemen are excused by
this House on account of important business. It seems to me
while the gentleman is advocating reforms—and I think he is
perfectly sincere—that he might urge reforms all along the
line and refuse any Member of this House leave to be absent
simply because he has important business, and thereby he will
save many more thousands of dollars than he is now trying to
save to the Treasury and at the same time expedite the legisla-
tion of this House very materially; and yet when we hear read
from the desk that Mr. A or Mr. B asks leave of absence for 10
days on account of important business I do not hear the gentle-
man from Indiana or anybody else object.

Mr. BUTLER. How do you save the Treasury when he is
here?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this question of mileage
has been discussed in the House during my entire 14 years of
service. From time to time various Members have suggested
that the amount of mileage allowed to Members be reducgd. I
have very little interest in the matter; that is why I have at
times participated in the discussion. The amount of money
paid to me each session of Congress under the law is $92, so
that it makes little difference whether we abolish the mileage,
reduce the rate, or fix some other basis upon which it shall
be paid. The Committee on Appropriations reports the amount
necessary to pay the amount of mileage under the existing law.
It did not take up or discuss or consider the advisability of
changing the present allowance. During the present Congress
at each of the two previous sessions the matter was presented,
debated, and decided in the House, and upon each occasion the
House by a substantial majority determined that it would not
change the rate of mileage.

In view of those circnmstances, the committee presented the
bill earrying the amount necessary to pay mileage in accord-
ance with existing law. I do not care at this time to discuss
at length the necessity, the advisability, or the propriety of
changing the present rate. Members from a long distance who
are compelled to close their homes and move their families—
in many instances part of their household goods—and establish
themselves in Washington for a period running from four to
eight or nine months, insist that the expense incident to such
change or transfer of residence for themselves and their fam-
ilies is not more than met by the allowance under this statute.
Arguments have been made that the purpose was not only to
cover the personal traveling expenses of the Member himself,
but to compensate him for all the expenditures necessitated by
the transfer of his family and his home to the capital during
the period he is required to remain here. All the reasons for
and against the present rate and proposed change of rate are
familiar to the Members of the House. I think we can easily
determine the gquestion without very much discussion.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I will detain the House for
but a moment. I do not know that the amendment is so
drawn that it would limit the Members to only one trip, but
the proponent of the amendment states to me that that is his
purpose and his intention. My objection to the present system
of paying mileage is this: The gentlemen who live within a
few miles of the Capital get a very small or practically no com-
pensation at all. A man living at the distance from the Capi-
tal that I do gets something like $400 mileage. Those out West
get over $1,000 mileage.

Now, the original discussion in reference to mileage paid in
the First Congress hung upon this proposition, that the com-
pensation of all Members of Congress should be the same.
Therefore, in settling the question as to the location of the
Capital, it was arranged so that those people who lived close
to the Capital, who would have to pay but little money to get
here, and those who lived a long distance from the Capital,
who would have to pay a great deal more to reach the Capital,
should get the same amount of salary. Under the old rules of
traveling by stagecoach the amount paid originally was to pay
actual traveling expensges for one round trip. Now, this mileage
proposition presents an inequality of compensation which is not
justified. I would prefer, rather than to have items for all sorts
of expenses paid, to have a mileage basis such that it would be
fixed by law, say b cents a mile for each way. That would cer-
tainly cover the expenses of a man and his wife, because you
only pay now about 2 cents a mile for iraveling expenses.
Nor do I think it absolutely necessary that the expenses of the
entire household should be borne by the Federal Government in

getting to the Capital. T shall vote for the amendment which
is offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox], but I hope
he will so word the amendment that it can be beyond question
that only one mileage shall be allowed.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there never will be any entirely
satisfactory solution of the question of the payment of expenses
for Members ecoming to Washington from their homes, be-
cause there is no way, of which I know, at least, of absolutely
equalizing the matter. It would be a very easy matter to pro-
vide for the payment of expenses of the Member of Congress
himself, and if it is the desire of Congress to have men come
here from home and leave their families behind, that is a very
good way to proceed. I would much rather have a Congress
composed of Members with their families here, and men living
with their families in Washington than have the families of
Members at home and Members carousing here in Washington,
because that is almost the inevitable effect. There is not a
legislature in this country at any State capital where members
go to the legislature for a few days in the week by themselves
and go home at the end of the week, where they transact busi-
ness with the same degree of propriety and sobriety as is
done in Washington, where Members come and bring their
families with them.

Now, there is no equitable way that I know of fully defer-
mining the method of expenditure for bringing a man’s family
here. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox] suggests
that 5 cents a mile each way will bring a man and his wife
here. I do not know where it will do that. Possibly it will
from Chiecago, but I do not know. I know of no place in the
country generally where you can travel at that rate. But a
man and his wife are not the only members of many families.
It is desirable that men who are elected to Congress have the
ability to bring their children here, who ought to be under
the control of the father and the mother. It is immaterial
to me whether this amendment is agreed to or whether they
pay mileage at all; but I know Members in this House whose
mileage does not cover the expenditures which they make to
bring their families to Washington. I believe that it is to the
interest of the Government that the families of Members do
come, as far as it is possible to bring them. '

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman ffom Indiana [Mr. Cox].

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some
question about the amendment. I ask unanimous consent to
insert in my amendment the following words: “ going to and
returning from each session, for one trip only.”

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to amend his amendment in certain particulars
named by him. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. ;

Mr. CANNON. What is the amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported again.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * residences ” insert *in going to and returning from
each session, for one trip only.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the “noes” appeared to have it.

Mr. COX of Indiana. A division, Mr, Chairman,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 21, noes 37.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point that there is no
quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and three Members are present—a guorum. The
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of the Vice President : Secretary to the Viece President, £4.000 ;
Eeigi?n *-:-"‘r, 4%1.440: telegraph operator, $1,500; telegraph page, $600;

Mr. MANN., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to inguire what are the duties of the tele-
graph operator to the Vice President and of the telegraph page.
We abolished the telegraph instruments in the House appar-
ently without any detriment to anyone except those who held
the places. But why does the Vice President need a telegraph
operator and a telegraph page—both?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I will say to the gentle-
man that the telegraph office at the Senate end of the Capitol
is not exclusively for the use of the Vice President, nor is the
page exclusively for his use. It is simply a convenience pro-
vided for the use of the Senate.
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Mr. MANN, That applies te the telegraph operator provided

for by the Senate?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes; to the telegraph
operator provided for by the Senate, The Vice President ap-
points the messenger.

Mr. PALMER, Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that the appro-
priation for fhe maintenance of this telegraph wire that for-
merly ran between the Capitol and the departmeuts has been
discontinued?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carelina, Only as to ihe House of
Representatives,

Mr. PALMER. Do they still maiotain :a telegraph line from:

the Capitol around to the departments?
AMr., JOHNSON of South Carolina. T understand ithat they do.
Mr. PALMER. It ought to be cut out. )
Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman from Penmsylvania
that it ought to be cut out.
The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

Office of Secretary: BSecretary of ‘the ‘Senate, including compensatio
as disbursing officer of salarics of Benators and of the contingent fun
of the Senate, §6,600; h!re ut horsa lulﬂ wngon far the Becretary's
office, $420; .Assistant Sec Rose, § chief clerk,
$3, 250 ; financial clerk, $B 000 nnd 1,250 addi unaf w'h.l.le the office
18 held by the present in bent; minute and journal clerk, principal
clerk, reading clerk, and eurollins clerk at $3,000 each; -executive
c erk, and assistant nefal clerk, 750 each librarlan, file elerk,
ief bookkeeper, nsststaut Jnurnal cler&, clerk% ls%c'inti.nﬁ clerk,
and clerk compilmg a tary of revenue b t
assistant lbrarian, $2; 400 ‘keeper of mtionary B2, 4!50. namplic.rr ot
Navy Yearbook and Senate report on river a

¢ documents and two clerks, at $2,920
umt :lﬁ ; assis
1,800 ; clerk. $1,600;

indexer for Senate
two clerks, at §2,1

rian, -sl.;eoo skilled laborer, ; clerk.
assistant kneper of statlonery i tnnt in sta omua room,
$1 200 ; Auessenger, 81, 440 assls euenﬁu borers,
t $840 each; gfm laborers at 8720 ch; ! rer m sutionm room,
5‘{20 in all, §94,
Mr, CU‘LLOP Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of

order against the following in the 'bill, on lines 16 and 171
“And $1,250 while the office is held by ‘the present incumbent.”
I desire to reserve a point of order against that part of it. I
would like to ask the author of the bill or the gentleman in
charge of the bill a guestion about fhat. Is the salary of this
officer, fhe financial clerk, fixed by law at $3,000 a year?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No.

Mr. OULLOP. Why-is it that it is proposed in this bill to
gay that this incumbent shall have an increase of §1,250 while
he holds the office?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. This appropriation has
been carried in the bill for many years. It was put in by the

Senate, and under fhe rules of comity that ebtain between the

House and the Senate we have no means of inguiring into the
propriety of those expenditures that they make for their con-
venience and comfort.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there is a different rea-
son. The occupant of this place has mot only occupled it for
many years, but he is a peculiarly expert man. The SBenate has
done with reference to this officer what the House has done with
reference to the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations.
Everybody recognizes his peculiar fitness. They did not fix
the compensation above a certain amount, but they felt that
because of long years of faithful and efficient service this par-
ticular officer, while occupying the place, should be paid this
additional sum, and that when he went out of the office his
successor would be paid what it had been customary to pay
prior to the time it was thought proper to give him this pro-
motion.

Mr. CULLOP. With all due deference to that explanation,
I think it would be proper, if the salary is to be raised, to raise
it in the regular way. Everybody knows that if this is carried

in this manner in the appropriation bill it means that this will

be the permanent salary,
* Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no.

AMr. CULLOP. That it will be the salary of the successor of
this man. I do not think that is a proper way to raise the
salaries of officers. If he is worth $1,250 a year more than the
salary, his salary ought to be increased by the amoumt of
$1,250 a year, :and we -ought mot to earry it along in this way,
in my judgment, because it means the fixing of the permanent
salary at $4250 a year.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is absolutely mistaken.
Mr. Cleaves, who was connected with the Committee on Appro-
priations in the Senate for about 36 years, received during the
latter years of his service §1,000 additional to the ugual compen-
sation. Provision was made that during his incumbency that
additional sum should be pald to him. When he died -and his
successor was appointed, that additional $1,000 was .dropped
out of the appropriation bill. The purpose was te make it pos-

sible ito fix -adeguate vompensation for the men who, regardless

'| of the change «of political control of these two Houses, are re-

tained, and perform faithful and peculiarly efficient service, by
giving them additional compensation. When they go out of
oﬁce, their successors are given ithe compensation fixed for the
places.

The disbursing officer of the Benate has been receiving this
compensation for many years, and it would be manifestly unfair
to.him at this time to attempt to reduce his compensation $1,250.
uM;. CULLOP. How long has this gentleman held this posi-

on

Mr. FITZGERALD. The clerk of the Committee on Appro-
priations says he has been ithere about 40 years.

Mr. OULLOP. How long has this item ‘been .carrvied in the
bill in this way at the increased salary?

Mr., FITZGERALD. Six or eight years.

Mr. OULLOP. I think it ought to be dropped, and I move to
amend by striking out, in lines 16 and 17, the words “ and
51,230 additional while the office is held by the present incum-

en -”

The OHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Curror]
withdraws his point of order and offers an amendment, which
the Clerk will report.

T]'.w Clerk read as follows:

mend, e 2, lines 16 and 17T, rik e figu
e 33.000 e Ehacg words “and $1,250 adl.!l)gi:xtmg gﬁﬂgutheagtéfze t}: heﬂ r;;
the present incumbent.”

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of
order against this paragraph. I was on my feet for the pur-
pose of doing so when the point of order was reserved by the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Corror].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinels reserves the
point of order against the item.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman going to make the
point or not? This is the salary ‘that this man hag been receiv-
ing. If the gentleman intends to make the point of order, let
him make it.

Mr. FOWLER. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to submit to the Chair that it is
mnot subject to the point of order. This man is receiving this
particular sum for the current year, and under the rulings .of
the Chair where the compensation of an officer is mot fixed by
statute his.compensation is the ameount which he receives in the
current appropriation .act. This particular compensation, ex-
pressed in this particular form, is the compensation fixed by
the current law.

The OHAIRMAN., The Chair does net understand whether
this salary is fixed by statute.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not. It is enly fixed by the cur-
rent :appropriation law.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, that was the reason why I
made my motion to amend instead of making the point of order,
because the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] had
answered me that the salary was not fixed by law.

The N. If this compensation is not statutory, the
point is not well taken. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Fowrer] has any statute provision fixing this salary, the Chair
avill hear it.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether there
is a statute fixing this salary or not. I presumed that there
was, as the salary had been fixed at $3,000 and the appropria-
tion for this has been carried for many years past at that
amount. I have not taken the pains to look up this salary as
to whether it is fixed by law or not. This bill came in-and was
printed last night, and this morning was the first opportunity
I had for the purpose of making an examination of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The precedents are to the effect that
where the salary is not fixed by statute ithe past and current
appropriations make 1t law, and therefore the Chair overrules
the point of order. The guestion recurs on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Indiana to strike out certain lan-
guage.

e question was taken, and ‘the amendment was lost,

The Clerk read as follows:

Clerks and messengers to the following committees Additional Ae-

commodations for the lerar{ of Qo $2.2..0, aamm%
81,440- lciﬂtnre and Forestry—clerk $2,600, asaiam.nt cle‘rk $1,8

Ai Appropriations—clerk §4 1000, two assistant . cle rks af
,000 tant clerks at 1440 each messenger
8720 ; o Audit and

¢ ‘Contingen:
clark
Relnf.ionn—dar

ntrol

tErgenﬁea the
er8120'cnmﬂb.m

erk ,220,
lCl.a:lms—ec}erk .500

1,440 CourE
00 : mmerce-—-clerk 82,

518:00 mmen
I.‘nnfmnca Minority of te—clerk $2,220, asulatlmt
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elerk 11,800. messenger $1,200; Conservation of Natiomal Resources—
clerk $2,220, assistant clerk $1,200, messen $1,440; Corporations
O in the District of Columbla—clerk §2,220, messenger ;1,440;
Cu Relations—clerk $2,220, assistant clerk si,ud messenger $1,200 ;
Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments—clerk
S2.:£20 messenger $1,440; District of Columbia—eclerk ?2,500, assistant
clerk h,soo. messenger $1,440; Education and Labor—clerk $§2,220,
assistant clerk $1,440, messen;her $1,200; Bills—clerk $2,220,
messenger $1,440; Enrolled Bllls—clerk $2,2; assistant clerk $1,440;
To Examine the Several Branches of the Clvil Service—clerk 82"220,
messenger $1,440; Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture—
clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440 ; Expenditures in the Department of Com-
merce and bon«—cﬁr s‘z,:zo messenger $1,440; Expenditures in the
Interior Department—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger $1,200 ;
Expenditures in the Degartment of Justice—clerk $2,220, assistant clerk

%,gg; messenger £1,440 ; Expenditures in the Navy Department—clerk

g 440, ger $1,200; Expenditures in the Post
flice artment—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger $1,200;
Expenditures in the Department of State—clerk $2,220, messenger
$1,440; Expenditures in the Treasury Department—clerk *2.220. mes-
senger $1,440, messenger $1,200; Expenditures In the War Depart-
ment—clerk $§.220 messenger $1,-i-10, messeuﬁ)r $1,200 ; Finance—clerk
and stenographer $3,000, assistant clerk 82220, assistant clerk $1,600,
assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440; Fisheries—eclerk $2,220, as-
sistant clerk gl.no, messenger $1 : Five Civilized Tribes of In-
2 reign Belatlons-t-}-‘-:clerk $2,500,

o b &

dians—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440;
assistant clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; Forest Reservations and Pro-
tection of Game—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; Gm:o%cal Survey—
clerk $2,220, messenger 11.440; Immigrat on—clerk 12. 20, assistant
clerk $1,800, messenger $1,440; Indlan Affairs—clerk $2,500, assistant
clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440; Indian Depredations—clerk $2,220, mes-
senger s1.440; Industrinl Expositions—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440,
messenger $1,200; Interoceanic Canals—eclerk $2,220, assistant clerk
£1,440, messenger $1,200; Interstate Commerce—clerk $2.500, two
assistant clerks at Qﬁasoo each, messenger §1,440; To Invesu%ate Tres-
passers on Indian nds—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; Irrigation
Reclamation of Arid Lands—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, mes-
senger $1,200; Judiclary—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $2,220, two
] tant elerks at $1,800 each, messen?zr $1,440; Joint Committee on
the Library—clerk $2.500, assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,200;
Manufactures—clerk $2,500, a tant clerk $1,440, messen 1,440 ;
Military Affairs—eclerk $2,500, assistant clerk $2,220, assistant clerk
$1,440, messenger $1, : Mines and Mining—clerk $2,220, messenger
$1,440, messenger $1,200; Mississippl River and Its Tributaries—elerk
$2,220, messenger $1,440; Natlonal Banks—eclerk $2,220, messenger
$1,440; Naval Affairs—clerk I§2,500 assistant clerk $1,440, messenger
$1,440; Pacific Islands and Porto Rico—clerk $2,2 a tant clerk
$1,800, messenger $1,440;: Pacific Railroads—clerk Sé,220, messen
$1,440: Patents—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger $1,200;
Pensions—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, three assistant clerks af
$1,440 each, messenger $1,440; Phillpsinee-—clerk $2,220, assistant
clerk $1,800, m 1, ; Post Offices and Post Roads—clerk
$2,500, three assistant clerks at $1,440 each, messenger §$1,440; clerk
of printing records $2,220, assistant clerk $1,800, messenger $1,440;
Private Land Clalms—elerk $2,220, assistant clerk $1,800; Pr vl‘.l&es
and Elections—clerk $2,220, nssistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440:
Public Bauild and Grounds—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,440,
messenger $1,440; Public Health and Natlonal Quarantine—clerk
$2,220, assistant clerk $1440; Public Lands—clerk $2,5600, assistant
clerk $1,800, assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440; Railroads—clerk
$2,220, mm]fer $1,440; Revninuonnr{y Claims—clerk $2,220, messen-
Zor si,uo; ules—clerk $2,220, assistant clerk $1,800, messenger
1,440 ; Btandards, Weights, and Measures—cierk 2,220
1,440; Territories—clerk $2,220, assistant clerk $1,440, messengesr
£1,440; Transportation and Sale of Meat Products—clerk $£2,220, mes-
senger $1,440; Transportation Routes to the Beaboard—clerk $2,220,
messenger $1,440; University of the United States—clerk $2,220, mes-
232%954%1,140; Woman Saffrage—clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; in all,
U, .

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I want to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill
in relation to these clerks. I observe here that it has provided
for clerks in the Senate to the amount of $370,940, while for the
clerks of the House the amount is $162,230. I realize that
this has been the practice for some time, but I want to inquire
if the committee has ever made any investigation in reference
to this matter of the great difference in the amount between
the two Houses—the amount appropriated for the Senate clerks
and messengers and janitors and those of the House. For in-
stance, in the Post Office and Post Roads they have a clerk
at $2,500, three assistants at $1,440 each, and a messenger at
$1,440; while in the House Post Office and Post Roads Com-
mittee, the committee that prepares the bill and gets it ready,
they only have a clerk at $2,500 and an assistant clerk at
$1,400 and a janitor at $1,000. There seems to be a great
difference in these two items.

Mr. BUTLER. Senators have more post offices than Mem-
bers of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. The question with me is whether the com-
mittee has ever investigated this matter to ascertain if there
was any real necessity for this large number of clerks or is it
simply because the Senate has asked for them?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House has no means of ascertaining the
value of the work of clerks to Senate committees. I will say
that the conference committee on the last legislative bill held
out for many days and weeks against what the Senate was
asking for, but it is simply impossible to get this bill through
without giving them the clerical help they think they need.

Mr. FOSTER. So they simply make the claim that they
need this great number of clerks.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We can not contradict
their statement or prove that it is not true.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Myr. Chairman, I want to ask a ques-
tion. I have not had time to compare the present bill with
the last bill, but I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the
bill when did the clerk to the Committee on Woman Suffrage
creep into the appropriation bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know, but they
have such a committee there and it has a chairman.

Mr. COX of Indiana. This is the first time that I ever saw
it carried in an appropriation bill. -

Mr, FITZGERALD. It has been in the bill right along.

Mr. COX of Indiana. For how many years?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not remember, but long enough. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper: Sergeant at Arms and
Doorkeeper, $6,500; horse and wagon for his use, $420, or so much
thereof as may necessary ; Assistant Sergeant at Arms, 22.5{\0;
Assistant Doorkeeper, 82,59‘3: Acting Assistant Doorkeeper, $2,502;
4 messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, $1,800 each; 37 mes-
sengers, at $1,440 each; 2 messengers on the floor of the Senate, at

2, each ; messenger at card door, $1,600; clerk on Journal work
for CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to be selected hf the official reoporters.
$2,000 ; storekeeper, $2,220; upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440; cabi-
netmaker, $1, ; 8 carpenters, at e‘gfll.i]m:i each ; janitor, $1,200; 4
skilled laborers, at $1,000 each ; skilled laborer, $8007; laborer in charge
$840; 3 female attendants In charge of ladies' re-
tiring room, at § each ; chief telephone operator, $1,200; 2 telephone
operators, at §$900 each; night telephone operator, 3726; telephone
?uze, $720; superintendent of Ogress gallery, $1,800; assistant superin-
endent of press gallery, §1,400: laborer, $840: 27 laborers.

each; 16 pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.5ﬁ per day
each during the session, $8,440; in all, $136,244.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I notice an item is carried here for pages for the ses-
sion at two and a half dollars per day. The computation is for
211 days. Inotice that the bill provides that wherever the words
* during the session ™ oc¢ur it shall mean 211 days from Decem-
ber 1 to June 30.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. These estimates were sub-
mitted by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. MANN. I understand that the arithmetical computation
was made by the Secretary of the Treasury, but probably not
personally. It amounts to 212 days, as anybody can easily see,
and I wondered whether it was desired to have it accurate,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It will be corrected. This
is a Senate matter.

Mr. MANN. It is immaterial to me whether they appropriate
a sufficient amount or not; I do not know whether it ever is
expended or not,

The Clerk read as follows:

F il i R
. tmcénm é&g:iogeme%rf_?gﬁ)tggves and Delegates and expenses of Itesl-

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amlélfldment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have
ren

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out the perlod at the end of line 7, page 12, and
insert a colon and add:

“ Provided, That hereafter Members of Congress, Delegates from
Territories, and Resident Commissioners from Porto Rico and the Resl-
dent Commissioners from the Philippine Islands shall be paid only
their actual travellng expenses while traveling from their residences
by the usual route of travel to Washington Clty and return once for
each session of Congress, and which sums of money shall be paid out
on the ecertlficate of the Member of Con the Delegates from
Territories, Resldent Commissioners from Porto Rico, and Resident
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands and not otherwise.”

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the genfleman from Indiana, x

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain
the committee but a moment. In response to what the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr, Sims] said a moment ago, when the
other amendment was under discussion before the House—and
I regret he is not now in the Chamber—there may be evils along
the line that he suggested, and if there be any let him go to
work and correct them. A part of his speech, I take it, was not
addressed to me personally. I think every Member of this
House knows that last year I could not be here.

Mr. MANN. Obh, the gentleman ought to know that the
gentleman from Tennessee did not refer to him. In the absence
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims], permit me to
suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that his statement is
entirely unnecessary, and he is too sensitive. The gentleman
from Tennessee carefully stated that he referred to absence
on account of important business, and the gentleman from
Tennessee explained to me that he did not wish the gentleman
from Indiana to think his remarks were personal to the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr., COX of Indiana. I take it for granted that they were
not personal,

of private pasaa%e.
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Mr. MANN, And I think the Members of the House under-
stood.

Mr. COX of Indiana, I want to take this occasion here to
gay that I have never, during the six years I have served in
this House, asked to be excused on account of important busi-
ness, Only one business has ever képt me away from this
House, and I do not care anything about discussing that.

I desire to reply to what my friend from Illinois, who said a
moment ago when the other amendment was up, about our not
being able to bring our families here if either of these amend-
ments should obtain, without paying their expenses out of our
own pocket, The people in our districts do not vote for the
members of our families, but they voted for us, and while I am
in thorough accord with the gentleman from Illinois in that
every Member of Congress, if it be within his power, should
bring his family here, yet I do not believe that the family should
be brought here at the expense of the people of this country.

I desire to enlarge a little on the course that we have pursued
in this House. I do not understand how a Member of Congress
can justify himself in voting against this amendment when he
stood in this eaucus and voted against appropriating one dollar to
pay the little employees of this House an extra month's sal-
ary, because, forsooth, they have never been allowed mileage.
I always understood that during the time that the Republican
Party had control of this House the month's salary was
allowed to the employees of the House to compensate them
because of the fact they were not allowed mileage and in a meas-
ure to equalize and justify the mileage which the Members of
Congress appropriated to themselves. I am not quarreling
about that. In my candid judgment the position assumed by
that side of the House was much more equitable and just than
the position which this slde of the House is assuming to-day,
I believe that the country thoroughly approved the course which
our party adopted in cutting out that extra month's salary
allowed to the employees. I think that the country believes
that the employee who wanted the job and knew exactly what
the pay was before he took it was perfectly willing to pay
his traveling expenses here to assume the job with the burden
it carried. I think the country is in accord with us upon the
theory that we did right in cutting it out. We give to ourselves
20 cents a mile. Is it right, is it just, is it eguitable, are we
dealing with our own employees upon a just basis? I appeal to
the Members upon this side of the House. I believe, as I said
a while ago, that the entire traveling allowance for all Govern-
ment employees should be put upon an actual cost basis, or else
wipe it all out. It is not alone to us that this applies, but it
should apply to various other branches of the Government, and
if we on this side of the House are in good faith trying to
work out economies along this line, we can save the country
approximately $1,000,000 a year; but can we do it? Can we
afford to take from the Army officers of this country their 7
cents a mile unless we take out ours? Can we afford to put the
Army officers of this country upon an actual travel pay unless
we put ourselves upon that basis?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. Cox of Indiana) there
were—ayes 18, noes 40,

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred Members are present, and there is a quorum in
the committee.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment: After the words “one hundred and seventy-five
thousand dollars™ insert.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That not in excess of 10 cents a mile by nearest route be
allowed for mlleage in any event for one trip to or from Washington
for each Member during a session of Congress.

Mr., RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, it is evident from the
vote of the committee just had on the two amendments offered
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] that the temper of
the committee is not such as to reduce the mileage of Members
and Senators to the actual expenses of travel. I supported
both amendments offered by the gentleman from Indiana and
now offer this amendment as a fair, reasonable compromise and
concession in the matter if it should be the disposition of the
committee to reduce the present 20-cent mileage. It occurs to
me, Mr. Chairman, that 10 cents a mile each way, cutting half
in two the present mileage, is fair, and will allow a Member who
may desire to bring his wife and an additional member of his
family actual traveling expenses, and at the same time extracts

from the existing law that phase that the public can not fully
comprehend, which is, Why is it under the name of mileage
20 cents a mile each way should be allowed a Member of Con-
gress for railroad fare, when 2 cents is the usual rate? I
favor this amendment for the sake of the policy that it involves
rather than the amount of money it saves. No great sum,
viewed from the standpoint of appropriations for the support
of the Government, will be saved if this amendment is adopted,
or if the amendments of the gentleman from Indiana were
adopted, but when we deal with what is nominally an allowance
for our expenses in coming to and from Washington it seems to
me that we might by adopting this amendment occupy a ground
that would be better comprehended by the public and appro-
priate a sum adequate for our expenses where our families are
not unusually large. I trust that the committee may give to
this amendment favorable consideration. Viewing the entire
mileage proposition in its present light and recognizing that
session after session this question of 20 cents a mile each way
for a Member of Congress from his home arises, and it will con-
tinue to arise, we may well adopt 10 cents for traveling expenses
instead of the 20 cents.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman
a guestion.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FOWLER. I ask for an extension of his time for one
minute.

The CHAIRMAN.
The Chair hears none.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know why the gentleman did not
iﬁlclude Senators in his amendment as well as Members of the

ouse.

Mr. RODDENBERY. The Senate provision has already been
passed and that of Representatives just reached. If the House
should place this limitation now upon the mileage of Members,
as a matter of course the limitation could be placed by re-
currence to the Senate provision. I have no objection to its
being placed in at this time, if such amendment be offered.
I propose this amendment with no persgonal element involved.
When I come on to Washington with my crowd I bring a wife
and four other passengers who pay full fare, and in the course
of a year or two will have another one paying full fare. As a
general policy, however, it seems to me wise and right to at
least cut the present allowance for travel from 20 cents a mile
to 10 cents. Therefore the pending amendment is addressed to
the judgment of Members.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia.

The guestion was taken, and the Chairman announced the noes
had it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. RobpENBERY) there were—
ayes 16, noes 51. :

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That hereafter not more than 5 cents a mile shall be paid
to Members of Congress, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners of
Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands, for one trip in traveling from
their homes to Washington City and return, traveling by the usual and
ordinary route of travel.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 48,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous con-
sent to revise and extend my remarks in the IREcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent fo revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp
on this subject. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, T
simply would like to ask the gentleman whether in extending
his remarks in the Recorp it is his intention to represent the
Members of Congress outside of those who agree with him as
a kind of crook, trying to grab money out of the Treasury
without being entitled to it; whether he expects to show in his
remarks that his associates in Congress are far beneath him on
the question of honesty and honor?

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am astonished at

Is there objection? [After a pause.]

the gentleman from Illinois.
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman is not more astonished at me

than I have been at him this afternoon.

Mr. COX of Indiana. He has certainly never found any-
thing inserted in the REecorp yet which I have put in by unani-
mous consent with which he could find any criticism whatever.

Mr. MANN. I frankly say that I never have.

Mr. COX of Indiana. And I frankly say that I would not,
under leave to print, print that which I would not say on the
floor of this House in the presence of every man here.

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the gentleman stating
facts as long as he does not impugn the motives of Members of
Congress, and there is a great temptation to do it, I have no-
ticed, from gentlemen who have made this proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp
on this subject. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of the Clerk: Clerk of the Heuse of Representatives, including
compensation gs disb officer of the contingent fund, $6,5600; hire
of horse and wagon for use of the Clerk's office, 8000, or so much thereof

ke 2t TE00"Chch iuceiag vk 007ty desk S50
er] a X each ; er - er] ¥
clerk, $3,250 ; enrolling clerk, $3?000; dj& bill c:lerg. $3, ; assistant

to Chief Clerk, and assistant envolling clerk, at $2,500 each; assistant
disbursing clerk, $2400; stationery clerk, $2,200; librarian, SZ{O{P
assistant file clerk, $1,900; two assistant librarians, and one cler a{
$1,800 each: three clerks, at $1,880 each; bookkeeper, and assistant in
disbursing office, at $1,600 each; four assistants to chief bill clerk, at
£1,500 each; stenografimr to Clerk, 81,400 ; locksmith, who shall be
skilled in his trade, $1,300; messenger in Chief Clerk’s office, and as-
elstant in stationery room, at $1,200 each; messenger in file room, mes-
senger Jn disbursing office, and assistant in House library, at 51,1&0
each ; stenographer to chief bLill elerk, $1,000 ; three telephone eperators,
at $900 eacir ; three telephone session ogerntnrs at $75 per month each
30, 1914 : telep

from December 1, 1913, to June L] mmtor ;900; for
rator when required, at $2.50 per

services of a substitute telephone o
200; two laborers in the bathroom, at $900 each; two Ters,
éhzlgt Clerk for

and page in enrolling room, at $720 each : allowance to
stenographic and typewrlter services, $1,000; in all, §92,8

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order to
this paragraph. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee
wherein the $575 is for which is proposed in this paragraph
more than was appropriated for the same purpose in the bill
during the last session.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. This bill provided for
some people who were paid for the session only, and the bill
that was passed last year provided for the short term of
Congress, from December to Mareh, and this bill provides for
the long session.

Mr. FOWLER. Does it come in the item of three telephone
session operators, at $75 a month each, from December 1, 1913,
to June 30, 19147 I compared it carefully with the law passed
at last session, and I could not find where the discrepancy
came in unless it comes in with the item I have referred to.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We have not changed any
rate of salary, and have not provided for anybody who is not
provided for by law.

Mr. FOWLER. The bill last year provided for $92,250. Now
this provides for $92,825. I bave compared it carefully, and I
have been unable to detect wherein the amounts for the several
items in this bill differ from those in the law of last session.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman ean under-
stand very well that the session employees who are paid from
December to March would not get as much as the session
employees who are paid from the 1st of December to the fol-
lowing July.

Mr. FOWLER. They are only for the telephone operators
who are so employed?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is all.

Mr. FOWLER. And it must appear in that item?

Mr. MANN. That is what it is. That is the amount of money.

Mr. GARRBETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous censent to
return to line 5 on page 12, for the purpose of offering an
amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAg-
reTr] asks unanimous consent to return to line 5, page 12, for
the purpose of offering an amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What is the amendment,
Mr. Chairman? I reserve the right to object. I want to know
what it is.

Mr. GARRETT. I said it was for the purpose of offering an
amendment, which I gend to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.,

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of line b, add:

“Provided, That no of this appropriation shall be in
.the ?nrment of any salary to any Member, Delegate, or R ent Com-
misstoner for any time prior to the filing of his certificate of election
with the Clerk of the House of Hepresentatives.,"”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
consent to go back in the bill.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman withhold
his objection for a moment, while I explain exactly what it is?
The amendment may not be clear,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carelina
reserve his objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I reserve it.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amend-
ment is this: I understand that it is now the law, where a
vacancy occurs, by death or otherwise, from a district and that
vacancy is filled by an election held some time subsequent, no
matter how long, that when the Member so elected to fill the
vacancy takes his seat as a Member of thie House he draws the
salary from the date of the death of his predecessor. Now, Mr.
Chairman, that is the law, as I understand it.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no such law.

Mr. GARRETT. Has it not been the practice?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The practice has been that when a
Member is elected to fill a vacancy the compensation has accu-
mulated. Nobody has ever discovered any law aunthorizing it,
and in some instances Members have declined to draw the
money.

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman from Tennessee explain
what would happen under the gentleman’s provision if some one
fs seated by the House? He does not file any certificate of
election. Would he not be entitled to any pay?

Mr. GARRETT. Oh, of course the gentleman knows my
amendment dees not contemplate that.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s amendment covers it, whether
it contemplates it or not. I have just read the gentleman's
amendment. It not only covers that, but it would also cover
any time until the certificate of election is filed.

Mr. GARRETT. Of course I did not have that in mind.

Mr. MANN. That is the reason why I called the gentleman’s
attention to it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the gentleman from Ten-
nessee be permiited to make his statement abont it.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, if it be, then, the practice
and not the law, then the law and not the practice should pre-
vail. It has at least been a custom long continued in the
House, and no reflection, of course, is intended by me on any
Member who has taken the salary, because it is the eustom.
But, Mr. Chairman, there is no reason for, there is no equity
in, the payment, by custom or by law, of a salary that accumu-
lates before a man ever takes his seat in this House or before
he is even elected.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, weuld not the gentleman yield
for another question?

Mr. GARRETT. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. Supposing the Member, as was the case in the
last Congress, was unseated in the House and the contestant was
sworn in. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to have
the contestant receive the pay only from the time he was
sworn in?

Mr. GARRETT. No; I think in equity the contestant ought
to draw the salary.

Mr. MANN. What difference is there between them? The
contestee has been serving, and has been receiving the pay.
Why should the contestant be paid if he was not serving, was
not here, had nothing to do, and rendered no service?

Mr. GARRETT. That, of course, was not the fault of the
contestant. There is an equity there. I think the gentleman
recognizes a decided difference in the equity between the case I
have presented and the case he presents, Does the gentleman
from South Carolina object to returning to that peint in the
bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the dis-
cussion that is going on between the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Garrerr] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr., Manx]
shows that it is a matter that ought to be referred to some
committee having jurisdiction. I do not want to be discour-
teous, but I can not consent to go back in the bill

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carclina ob-
jects, The Clerk will read.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 13, line 16, after the word *“each,” strike ont the semi-
colon and insert the fellowing:

“Provided, That the bathroom shall remain open during the sessions
of Congress until T o’clock at night.”

Ar. Chairman, I ean not
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that that is
legislation.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
paragraph.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That makes no difference.
lation anyway, and subject to the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the
point of order that this amendment is legislation.

Mr. LAFFERTY. If the gentleman will reserve his point of
order——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; it is a matter that ought not
to be in this bill at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Clerks, messengers, and janitors to the following committees: Ac-
counts—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000; Agricul-
ture—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000; Apgro ria-
tions—clerk $4,000, and $1,000 additional while the office is held by
the present incumbent, assistant clerk and stenographer $2,5600, as-
sistant clerk $1,900, janitor $1,000; Banking and Currency—eclerk
$2,000, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720; Census—clerk fz,uoa.
janitor $720; Claims—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor
$720; Coinage, Weights, and Measures—clerk $2,000, janitor $720;
District of Columbia—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $720;
Elections No. 1—eclerk $2,000, janitor $1,000; Elections No. 2—elerk
$2,000, janitor $720; Elections No. 8—eclerk $2,000, janitor $720; En-
rolled Bills—clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Forelgn Affairs—clerk $2,500,
assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $720; Immigration and Naturalization—
clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Indlan Affairs—clerk $2,5600, assistant clerk
1,800, %an[tor $£720; Industrial Arts and Expositions—eclerk $2,000,
janitor $720: Insular Affairs—clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Interstate
and Fore Commerce—clerk $2,500, additional elerk $2,000, assistant
clerk $1,600, janitor $1,000; Irrigation of Arid Lands—clerk $£2,000,
janitor $720; Invalid Pensions—clerk $2,500, stenographer £2,190, as-
sistant clerk $2,000, janitor $1,000; Judiciary—clerk $2.500, assistant
clerk $1,600, janitor $720; Labor—clerk $2,000, janitor T720; ILi-
brary—clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Merchant Marine and Fisherles—
clerk %2.000. janitor $720; Military Affairs—eclerk $2,500, assistant

We have passed the
It is legis-

clerk $1,500, janitor $1,000; Naval Affalrs—clerk $2,400, assistant
clerk $1,500, Jjanitor $1,000; Patents—clerk $2,000, janitor $720;
Tensions—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,600, janitor $720; Post
Offices and Post Roads—eclerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,400, janitor
$1,000; Printing—clerk §$2,000, janitor £1,000; Public Buildings and
Grounds—clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720; Public
Lands—clerk $2,000, asslstant clerk $1,200, janitor $720; Revision of
the Laws—clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Rivers and Harbors—clerk
$2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000; Rules—eclerk $2,000,
janitor $720; Territories—clerk $2,000, ganltor $720; War Claims—
clerk $2,600, clerk to continue Digest of Claims under resolution of
March 7, 1888, $2 500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720: Ways and
Means—clerk $8,000, assistant clerk and stenographer $2,000, assistant
clerk $1,900, janitor $1,000, janitor $720; in all, §162,230.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I do so for the purpose of calling the attention of
Members of the House to the amendment I offered a while ago,
which was ruled out on a point of order.

The Government has expended thousands of dollars to pro-
vide a bathroom in the House Office Building. The bathtubs,
towels, and everything have been provided at Government ex-
pense. This bill carries an appropriation of $1,800 to employ
two colored gentlemen over there to look after the establish-
ment, but they close up at 6 o'clock sharp every evening. If
any Member of this House desires to go over there afier
adjournment this evening to take a bath, he will be unable to
do so. There is no reason why a mandatory provision should
not be put in this bill requiring that the bathroom shall remain
open till T o’clock p. m.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LAFFERTY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Oregon think
these two colored gentlemen who work all day should work all
night as well?

Mr, LAFFERTY. I contend that no man shounld work more

than eight hours a day at any occupation, but there are two |

of these colored gentlemen, and there is no reason why one of
them should not work part of the day and the other one the
other part.

: Mr. FITZGERALD. They are both busy giving baths to
Members during the daytime.

Mr. LAFFERTY. One of these gentlemen is a masseur and
the other is a corn doctor, and they ply their occupations during
the daytime, receiving tips from each individual whom they
wait npon, and incidentally they perform the services for which
they receive $900 a year each. For that reason I say they
should be required to devote their services to the Government
of the United States.

I would not have voted in the first place to put a bathroom
in the House Office Building for the use of Members of the
House of Representatives, but as long as it is there, I say these
gentlemen, who are serving the Government, should be required
to stay there at least until the hour the House usually ad-
journg, But I do not go that far in my amendment, 1 only
require that they wait there until 7 o’clock.

Mr. MANN. There are plenty of places in hotels and else-
where where bathrooms are open all night.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is a commission, a superintendent,
and a custodian in charge of that building. Any complaint
which the gentleman may have as to the hours of labor of the
various gentlemenly employees in the building could properly
be presented to them. I do not think it makes much difference
in the gentleman’s attitude to assert that he would not have
voted to put a bathroom in the building, but that as long as it
was put in before he came to Congress he is perfectly willing
to avail himself of the facilities afforded, not only in the day-
time, which seems fo be sufficient to satisfy everybody else, but
even in the unseemly hours of the night.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, some few years ago I stopped
at a large and fashionable hotel in Richmond, Va., where in
each bedroom there was posted on the wall a notice giving
the rates charged for the use of the room and cautioning guests
to put their valuables in the safe, and below that there was this:

N. B.—Massage treatment on the office floor.

I have no doubt that in the gentleman's hotel he can get
massage cither on the office floor or elsewhere, and ecan also
take a bath; or it would perhaps obviate the difficulty if he
would obtain permission of the House to absent himself while
the House is in session and take a bath over here in the day-
time. It seems fo me it is unnecessary to make these colored
men work more than 8 or 10 hours a day to accommodate
Members who want to take a bath at night.

Mr. LAFFERTY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is going
out of Congress, and I do not think he has taken a bath very
often while he has been here.

Mr. OLMSTED. I have never taken one at the expense of
the publie, here or elsewhere.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading
of the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:
slf‘g_i;é:ine clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
an amendment to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

On gase 16, line 9, strike out $11,340 and insert in lieu thereof
$11,4485.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of Doorkeeper : Doorkeeper, $5,000: hire of horses and wagons
and repairs of same, 81,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;
special employee, John T. Chancey, $1,800; special employee, $1,500;
superintendent of reporters’ gallery, $1,400; janitor, Sf,5g(); 16 mes-
sengers, at $1,180 each: 14 messengers on the soldiers’' roll, at $1,200
each; 15 laborers, at $720 each; laborer in the water-closet, $720;
laborer, $680; 2 laborers, known as cloakroom men, at $840 each
8 laborers, known as cloakroom men, 2 at $720 each, and ¢ at $600
each; female attendant in ladies’ retiring room, $800; superintendent
of folding room, $2500; foreman, $1,800; 3 c.'lorks, at $1,0600 each;
messenger, $1,200; iauilor. $720; laborer, $720; 32 folders, at $906
each; 2 drivers, at $840 each; 2 chief pages, at $1,200 each; 2 mes-
gengers in cha of telephones (one for the minority), at $1,200
escﬁ: 46 pages, during the session, including 2 riding pnﬁes, 4 telephone
pages, press-gallery page, and 10 paﬁs for dnt{ at the entrances to
the Hall of the House, at $2.50 Er y each, $23,150; superintendent
of document room, $2,900; assistant superintendent, $2,100; clerk,
$£1,700; assistant clerk, $1,600; assistants—7 at $£1.280 each, one a
$1,100 ; janitor, $020 ; messenger to press room, $1,000; in all, $158,250,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
line 10, page 17, two messengers in charge of telephones. The
last bill contained but one.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
the force.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There have always been two messen-

Mr. Chairman, T have

There is no increase in

gers.
Mr. FOWLER. The appropriation for this same item was

$13,800 in last year's bill. Now it is $23,150. iVhat is the
necessity for the increase?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is due to the fact
that we are now appropriating for the long session of Congress,
while in the last bill we appropriated for the short session.

Mr. FOWLER. Is it all due to that?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is all due to that. We
have not provided for a single person in the House force that
has not been provided for by law. We have created no new
offices and have increased no sala Any differences that may
appear in the paragraphs are can by people being transferred
from one paragraph to another, or from one bill to another, and
from the fact that this is appropriating for the long session
instead of the short. There is no change in the law as to the
number of offices or rate of compensation.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, with that explanation, I
withdraw the point of order.
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The Clerk read ag follows

Office of Doarkeeper : Ilnorkeflper £5,000 ; hire of horses and wagons
and repairs of same, Sl 200, or so much thereof as may be necessa 5
special employee, John T. Chancey. 81, 500 ; special emflog , $1,50
superintendent of reporters’ gallery, $1,400: ;rl’;lfitol‘. 0 ; lb mes.

gers nt $1.180 each; 14 messengers on thé soldiers’ roll, at $1.200
each; 15 laborers, at £720 each: laborer in the water-closet, $7120;
laborer, $G30; 2 laborers, known as doukronm men, at §840 each;
] I:ﬂmrem, known as cloakroom men, 2 at $720 each, and 6 at $BD{I
each ; female attendant in ladies’ retiring room, $800; ‘au]}erlntendent
of fnldlng room, *«, LU0 foreman, $1, SOU 3 elerks, at $1,600 each:
messenger, $1,.200 j.ln]lur .'i 120 ; Inborer, $720; 32 folders, at ;»JOU
cach; 2 dvivers, at S840 each: 2 chlef ges, at $1,200 each: 2 mes-
m-u.zers in charge of telephones (1 for t[he minority). at 51,200 each ;
46 pages, during the session, including 2 riding pages, 4 telephone pages,
press-gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall
of the House, at $2.50 per day each, $23,150; mp@rinrcndent of docu-
ment room, $2,900;: assislant supcrlmendc-nt 100 ; clerk, $1,700;
assistant_clerk, $1.600; assistants—7 at $1.280  each, 1 at 1,100 ;
janitor, $920; messenger to press room, $1,000; in all, $158,250

Mr, JOIINSON of South Carolina. My, Chairman, I offer the
following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 17, in line 14, strike out * §23,150" and insert “ §24,380."
In line 18, strike out ** $158,250 " and insert in lieu thereof * $159, 480. =

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

IFor clerk to the conference minority of the House of Repmsontutlreg
$2.000; assistant eclerk, £1,200; janitor, $1.000; in all, ¥4200. Said
clerk, ﬂsslstnnt clerk, am! janilor to be uppointed by the chairman of
the conference minority.

My, JOUNSON of South Carolina.
to offer the following amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

For messenger in the minority caurlw room, £1,200; and for messen-
ger in the majority caucus room, $1,200,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, these two
places are carried in the deficiency bill of last year, andl it was
desired that all of the employees of the House shounld be pro-
vided for in this bill, and so they are brought forward from
another appropriation bill.

AMr. BARTLETT. May I inquire if the House did not pass a
resolution providing for their continuation to June, 1913%

Mr. MANN. There was a resolution passed first by the
House, and then it was put in the deficiency bill in conformity
with the resolution.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am familiar with the
matter. In the last session the request was made of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations to carry these two messengers as they
had been provided at other times. No resolution had been
adopted by the House upon the report of the Committee on Ac-
counts. The Committee on Appropriations thought that was
the authority needed to give the Committee on Appropriations
authority to provide for the messengers in the legislative bill.
Subsequently the Committee on Accounts reported a resolution
providing for these messengers, and when the deficiency bill
wias before the House provision was made for them in accord-
ance with the resolution.

Mr. BARTLETT. My recollection from the IlEcorp is that
the resolution in the deficiency bill carried them to the 1st of
July, 1913, and the statement was made, as I recall, that that
was the intention only to provide for them to that time., This
provides for them from the 1st of July, 1913, to the 1st of July,
1914.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under repeated ruliugs, once an em-
ployee has been authorized by resolution of the Committee on
Accounts it is in order to carry him on the legislative bill.

. Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the gentleman that I
have made no point of order against this.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand; I am explaining the
reason for this aetion., At the last session the commitiee de-
clined to earry them because there had been no resolution.
They were originally put in the bill by the Senate.

Mr. BARTLETT. That is correct.

Mr. FITZGERALD. When the Committee on Appropriations
made up the bill for the current year, as there had been no
resolution adopted by the House, the committee refused to carry
these messengers. Subsequently the Committee on Accounts
took the matter up and the House adopted the resolution and
they were carried in the deficiency bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think this appropriation should
be made, but it seews to me there ought to be a provision made
as to the method of the appointment of these messengers,
Would there be any objection to providing in the bill directly
that they shall be appointed by the respective whips of the two
sides? These messergers, while they are called messengers to
the cancus rooms, have been and are intended to be, so 1 under-
stand, messengers for the two whips of the two sides of the
ifouse. The whips ueed the men to help do the work in get-

Mr. Chalrman, I desire

ting Members bere and in keeping Members advised as to what

XLIX—13

‘| is going on in the Housge. It seems to me the whips ought to

make these appointments.

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. We understand that these
employees are to aid the whips of the respective sides of the
House. I supposed they would make the appointments. I have
no objection to an amendment that will so provide.

Mr. MANN. In the resolution which was first passed in the
deficiency appropriation bill, the men were specifically named.
That is all right as far as it goes, because they were named by
the two whips of the two sides of the ITouse, but the whips
will be different in the next Congress, possibly—certainly, on
this side. The whip on this side of the Hounse is elecied by the
caucus, and I suppose that Is true of the gentleman's side of the
House,

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. MANN. So that when they are elected, it seems to me,
they ounght to have the naming of the men who are_to do the
work under them. I have prepared an amendiment putting it
all in one item:

To continue the employment of messengers in the majority and
minority eauncus rooms, to be appointed IJ} tht- minority and majority
whips, respectively, at $1,200 [‘ﬂ.tL in all, $2.400.

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. I have no objection to
that, and I will withdraw the amendment that I have and
offer that one.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frem South Carolina offers
the following amendment, which the Clerk w 111 rendl.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 3, page 19, insert:

“To continue the employment of messengers in the majority and
minority cancus rooms, to be appointed by the majority and minovity
whips, respectively, at $1,200 each ; in all, $2,400.

The CIHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make ithe point of order
agajnst that. There is a method of appointing employees in
this House, which was adopted at the beginniug of the Sixty-
secondd Congress and is in foree now, whereby the employees of
the House are selected, and a committee for that purpose is now
in existence.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman misunderstands.
This is not a change of the present practice. These two mes-
sengers are authorized and provided for and have practically
been appointed by the two whips, as designated here.

Mr. FOWLER. 'l‘hat may be true now, and may have heen go
in the past.

Mr. FITZGERALD. They were at the time of the arrange-
ment of which the gentleman speaks.

Mr. FOWLER. I do not so understand it. I do not under-
stand that there was any exception made whatever. If you lay
down the bars in the case of these two messengers, you may
just as well lay down the bars in every other sense of the
word and let it all go back to the Speaker of the House.

Mr, FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. There is
only one place that might be affected. The minority employees
were never selected by any commitiee of the majority. One of
these is for the minority caucus room and the other is for the
majority eaucus room. At the time the Democratic cauens
adopted the rule appointing a patronage committee this was not
one of the places that was distributed as patronage in that
way. The occupant was selected by the Democratic whip.

Mr. FOWLER. Is there any reason why these employvees
should be selected different from other employees?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; there is.

Mr. FOWLER. And was there any excepiion made at the
time of our caucus rule?

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is a reason for it.

Mr. MANXNN. : Mr. Chairman, will my colleague permit an
interruption for a moment?

Alr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. MANN. This would not affect the selection of fhis em-
ployee by the Democratic eaucus or by the committee on patron-
age appointed by the Democratic caucus. This is only a
method, so far as the House is concerned. The patronage com-
mittee of the Democratic caucus is not a committee recognized
by the House itself. For instance, we provide in this bill for
offices under the Doorkeeper. The Doorkeeper makes the ap-
pointments as far as the House is concerned. The Postmaster
makes his appointments so far as the House is concerned, as
does the Clerk of the House and the Sergeant at Arms; but
the Democratic patronage commitfee, as far as those officials
are concerned, selects for them the officials, and that committee
can do the same thing about this, This provision would not
affect that at all if the cauens desires it to he inelmded in the
appointments to be made by the patronnge connuitiee.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistnken about this.
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Mr. FOWLER, I do not so understand it. If we make an
exception in one case, you then lay down the bars and iake an
exception all along the line. -

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. FOWLER. Qertainly.

Mr. GARRETT. I call the attention of the gentleman from !

Illinois to the fact that the rules of the House providethat these

various officials under the Sergeant at Arms, the Clerk, the.

Doorkeeper, the Postmaster, shall be appointed by those respec-
tive officers, and theoretically they are so appointed. The
method by which they are chosen now is an unoilicial method,
with no regular or appointing force as far as the law is con-
cerned or as far as the rules of the House are concerned.

Mr. FITZGERALD. TUnless the appointment of these officials
is vested in some one, if a vacancy occur no ene has authority
1o place his successor on the pay roll, so as to get any money,
uunless the Committee on Accounts reports a resolution.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, if these two messengers are
to be appointed in a different way from that which was adopted
by the majority of the House at the beginning of this Congress,
then I repeat that you might just as well do away with the com-
g;lt(ee which was appointed to distribute the patronage in this

ouse,

Mr. MANN. I can assure my colleagne there is no such in-
tention on my part, and I do not think the amendment offered
by the gentleman from South Carolina would affect the patron-
age committee at all.

Mr, FOWLER. 'I am not complaining at anyone for offering
such a resolution. I am only complaining because of the fact
that in my opinion such a precedent as contemplated by this
amemndment might become an entering wedge to destroy our
method of selecting the patronage by a committee instead of
leaving it to the Speaker.

Mr. MANN. Unless I am misinformed about it, the chairmen
of some of the committees who had patronage thought the com-
mittee did not share in the other patronage in the Hounse. Now,
the bill specifically provides that the chairman shall appoint
certain clerks and jamnitors. It is very .easy for the Democratic
caucus to provide that these messengers, if appointed, shall be
charged to the Democratic whip as part of the patronage of the
Democratic side of the Iouse.

Mr, FOWLER. Then, if that is true. might not all the pat-
ronage of the House be taken away from the committee on
patronage by virtue of bills passed by the House?

Mr. MANN. I do not think so. I do not think it has any-
thing to do with that. The reason I put in this provision is
that without it there is no authority for anybody to appoint
these messengers. Heretofore we named them specifically, but
nobedy wants to name now the messengers for the whips, be-
cause no one knows who the whips will ‘be until the new caucus
meets. Without that there is no provision for anybody to
appoint them.

Mr. FOWLER. Why not provide for the place and leave
the appointing of these messengers to the future Congress, the
Bixty-third?

Mr, MANN. Well, that requires the preparation of an addi-
tional resolution, and so forth, brought before the House, and
is a minutin matter. The Democratic caucus ecan control the
question when you settle in the next House, a8 you will have to,
the question of patronage, and consider this as part of the
patronage of the House as they consider every other place, and
taking into consideration all the other places, they take that
into consideration.

Mr. FOWLER., I concede that the House might eontinune
these two servants in the House, but 1 do not concede that we
ought to pass a law here prohibiting the majority of the House
from adopting a method of selecting employees of the House
as was fixed at the beginning of the Sixty-second Congress,

Mr. MANN. My colleague will recall, of course, that was
done by the Democratic caucus; that is, in the caucus you ar-
ranged and appointed a patronage committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired. The question is on the adoption of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, what became of my point of
order?

The CHAIRMAN.

made one,
Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw the

The Chair did not recall the gentleman

Mr. FOWLER.
point of order to relieve the situation.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. ; vy

Neferring to the matter concerning which I offered or pro-
posed to offer an ameudment a few moments ago, I wish to say

-otherwise of any Mem!

just a few words. T stated when I proposed the amendment
that I was under the impression that the law prevides that
where a vacancy occurred that the person elected to fill that
vacancy drew the salary of a Member from the time- that the
salary of his predecessor ceased. The gentleman from New
York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] was under the impression that it was
not a provision of law, but was simply a custom, and, not
being sure of my own ground at the time, I readily accepted
the statement of the gentleman from New York. But I have
since examined it, and, as a matter of interest here, I will say
that section 51 of the Revised Statutes makes this provision:

Whenever a mcan% occurs in either House of Congress, by death or

er or Dalegate elected or appolnted thereto, after
the commencement of Congress to which he has been elected or ap-
pointed, the person elected or appointed to fill it shall be compensated
and paid from the time that the compensation of his predecessor ceased.

Bo it seems unquestionably, Mr. Chairman, that there is a
statute providing for it. But the statute is wrong in principle.
It is not based on any equity or any policy of right, and I hope
to prepare an amendment——

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What is the date of the
original enactment?

Mr. GARRETT. The date of the enactment is July 18, 15862,

Now, there has been a case upon which there was a report in
the Fifty-ninth Congress, what is known as the Pollard case,
in which the Committee on the Judiciary dealt with the ques-
tion. That committee held that Representative Pollard was not
entitled to the salary; but that occurred in this way: Mr.
Burkett, who was a Member of the Fifty-eighth Congress, was
reelected to the Fifty-ninth Congress, but before the expiration
of the Fifty-eighth Congress he was elected to the Senate,
and prior to March 4, 1905, when his term in the Fifiy-eighth
Congress expired, he resigned, the resignation to take effect on
the 4th of March.

Mr. Pollard was elected at a special election to sueceed him,
and when he becimine a Member of the House in the Fifty-ninth
Congress, some months later. the Sergeant at Arms paid to
him—and he was, I suppose, of the opinion that under the law
he was entitled to receive it—some $1,800. Becoming convinced
later that he was nof entitled to receive it, he sought to repay it,
and a bill was introduced to authorize the Secretary of the
Treasury to accept it. The matter was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the House, and upon investigation
they reported that under the peculiar circumstances of that case
no vacancy really occurred in the Fifty-ninth Congress by rea-
son of the resignation of Mr. Burkett, and that consequently
this statute did not apply. That is one case of which I know
that has been passed on by a committee of the House. I repeat
that this statute is not right.

AMr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Tennessee will reeall
that the Commiitee on Ways and Means, to which was referred
a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to accept the
money and pay it into the Treasury, made a report that he was
entitled to if.

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I think the gentleman is right about
that. Buf to return, there is not equity in that statute. I hope
before this bill is finally passed upon to prepare an amendment
and prevail upon iy friend from South Carolina [Mr, Jouxsox]
to return to the paragraph. I withdraw the pro forma amend-
ment.

Myr. MAXN. There was nothing before the House before, bhut
I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will now bring
before the committee a motion to rise.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, in view of
the lateness of the hour, I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Garxgg, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill TI. R. 26680—
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill—and
had come to no resolution thereon.

CHANGE OF REFEREXCE.

By unanimous consent, reference heretofore made of House
Documents Nos. 1029, 1040, 1042, and Senate Document No.
959 was vacated, and the said decuments referred to the com-
mittee on Appropriations.

ADJOUBN MENT.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, December 6,
1912, at 12 o'clock noon. i3 :
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 5

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
his annual report on the state of the finances for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 928) ; to the Committee on
Ways and Means and ordered to be printed.

2, A letter from the Attorney General of the United States,
transmitting to Congress his annual report (H. Doc. No. 930) ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
a statement of the fiscal affairs of Indian tribes for the fiscal

year ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1049) ; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a statement of the proceeds of all sales of old material, con-
demned stores, supplies, and other public property for the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1048) ; to the Committee
on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a statement prepared by the Secretary of Agrienlture showing

- the number of persons employed in meat inspection, the amount

paid each, ete., for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doe.
No. 1050) ; to the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be
printed.

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting
an estimate of appropriation to continue efforts to mitigate
the opium, morphine, and other allied drug evils (II. Doe. No.
1043) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a
report of the Maritime Canal Co. of Niearagua, in accordance
with section 6 of the act of Congress approved February 20,
1880 (H. Doc. No. 1044) ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
communications from the Assistant Secretary of War submitting
statements of all moneys arising from the proceeds of sales of
public property for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1912 (H, Doc.
No. 1045) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to
be printed.

9. A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman's Savings
& Trust Co., submitting his annual report for the year ended
December 1, 1912, as required by act of Februvary 21, 1912 (H.
Doe. No. 1046) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia
and ordered to be printed.

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting
an estimate of appropriation for collection of statistics concern-
ing accidents in the mining industry (H. Doe. No. 1047) ; to the
Committee on- Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

11. A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, submitting
a report of the board for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1912
(H. Doc. No. 1009) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
. RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred to bill (H. R. 4434) to provide an allow-
ance for loss of distilled spirits deposited in internmal-revenue
warehouses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1263), which said bill and report were referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H, R. 26726) making an appropria-
tion for continuation of post-office building at Grass Valley
under the present limit, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26727) making an appropriation for econ-
tinuing improvement and for maintenance of the Mokelumne
River, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26728) making an appropriation for the
deepening and widening of the channel and for snagging and
wing-dam construction for the improvement of the Sacramento
River from Sacramento to Red Bluff, Cal.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26729) appropriating money for the con-
tinuing improvement of harbor at the entrance to Humboldf
Bay, Cal.; to the Committee on Appropriations,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26730) making an appropriation for im-
proving the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Cal., continuing
improvement, and for maintenance, including improvement
above Sacramento to Red Bluff; to the Committec on Hivers
and Harbors.

Also, a bill. (H. R. 26731) making an appropriation for in-
vestigating the food habits of North American birds and mam-
mals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry, in-
cluding experiments and demonstrations in destroying noxious
animals, and for investigations and experiments in connection
with rearing of fur-bearing animals, including mink and marten,
and for use in the destruction of ground squirrels on the na-
tional forests in California ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26732) authorizing and directing the Sec-
retary of War to cause a preliminary examination and survey
to be made of the inner channels of Humboldt Bay, Cal., and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26733) appropriating money for the main-
tenance of the improvement of the channel in front of Eureka, in
Humboldt Bay, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 26734) to provide for a sur-
vey for the construction of a continuous waterway from Boston,
Mass,, to the coast of Maine; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : A bill (H. R. 26735) to provide for an
examination and survey of Patapsco River and the Chesapeake
Bay and channel to Baltimore with a view fo increasing the
depth of the channel leading from Baltimore to the sea fo a
depth of 40 feet; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 26736) to authorize the
congtruction of a public building at Logan, Ohio; to tha Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 26737) to amend an act ap-
proved October 1, 1800, entitled “An act to set apart certain
tracts of land in the State of California as forest reservations ;
to the Committee on the Public Lands. .

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 26738) to increase the limit of
cost for the post-office building heretofore authorized at AMount
Vernon, 111 ; to the Commitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RODE\IBLR(‘ A bill (H. R. 26739) to enlarge the
authority of the Mississippi River Commission in making allot-
ments and expenditures of funds appropriated by Congress for
the improvement of the Mississippi River; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26740) to increase the
limit of cost of the Federal building heretofore authorized at
Alliance, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. McCOY: A bill (H. R. 26741) to provide for the
purchase of a site for a public buikding in fhe city of Newark,
in the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 26742) to
provide a foundation and pedestal on ground belonging to the
United States Government in the city of Washington uapon
which to place a memorial or statue to be furnished by the
State of Pennsylvania of Maj. Gen. George Gordon Meade; to
the Committee on the Library. .

By Mr. HAY : A bill (H. R. 26743) for the purchase of a site
and the erection of a public building in the town of Front Royal,
Va.: to the Committee on PPublic Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26744) to provide for the purchase of a
site and the erection thereon of a publie building at Luray, Va.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RODDENBERY : A bill (H. R. 26745) for the reduc-
tion of postage on first-class matter to 1 cent per ounce; to the®
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (II. R. 26746) to amend an act entitled
“An act to reincorporate and preserve all the corporate fran-
chises and property rights of the de facto corporation known
as the German Orphan Asylum Association of the District of
Columbia,” approved February 6, 1901; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 26747) to provide for a site
and public building at Newark, Del. ; to the Committee on I"ublic
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 26748) to grant relief to per-
sons erroneously convicted in courts of the United States; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 26749) providing for publicity
in taking evidence under act of July 2, 1890; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 26750) to authorize the
Secretary of the Treasury to sell certain land to the trustees
of the charity fund of Star in the East Lodge, of Old Town,
Me. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CLINE (by request) : A bill (H. R. 26751) granting
pensions to volunteer Army nurses of the Civil War; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 26752) to increase the
limit of cost for the coustruction of the Federal building at
Cartersville, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. It. 20753) to increase the limit of cost
of the public building at Rocky Mount, N. C.; to the Comimittee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill' (IL R. 26754) for the erection of
a public building at Ambherst, Mass. ; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds. -

By Mr. RODDENBERY : A bill (H. R. 26755) to provide for
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building
thereon at Moultrie, in the State of Georgia; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26756) to provide for the purchase of a
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dawson, in
the State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 365) to
permit Col. William €. Gorgas and. certain other officers of the
Medical Corps and cerfain officers of the Engineer Corps of the
Army to accept service under the Republic of Ecuador; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RIORDAN: Resolution (II. Res. 732) to provide for
the printing and distribution of Washington's Farewell Ad-
dress; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. SABATH : Resolution (H. Res. 733) directing the Sec-
retary of War to submit to the House the latest survey of the
Chieago River; fo the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 26757) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid
Peunsions.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. B. 26758) granting an in-
crease of pension to John W. Warren; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26759) granting an increase of pension to
Ephriam Clark; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 26760) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jacob Strunk; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. >

By Mr. ASOBROOK: A bill (H. R. 26761) granting a pen-
sion to Rachel A. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 26762) granting a pen-
sion to Harriet P. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 206763) granting
an inerease of pension fo Thomas P. Wentworth; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (IL R. 26764) granting an inerease
of pension to Mary F. Deane; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 26765) granting a pension to
Jennie McMurtie; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAUGHERTY : A bill (H. R. 26766) granting a pen-
sion to Nicey A. Laderach; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 26767) granting a pension to Almyra Van-
cil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I I, 26768) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth W. Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. Ik, 267G0) granting an increase of pension to
Emily A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R&. 26770) granting an in-
crease of pension to Horatio D. Elliott; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 26771) for the relief of James
Bartlett; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (IL R. 26772) granting a pension to Ielen Haseall
Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 206773) to correct the military record of
John Quinn; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26774) granting an increase of peusion to
Charles G. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (I k. 26775) granting a pension to
Heury M. Agenbroad; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 26776) granting an increase of pension io
Levi Boysel; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 26777) granting an increase of pension to
Maria E. Seib; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26778) granting an increase of pension to
James Ligget; to the Committee on Invallid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26779) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Fleming; to the Commmnittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 26780) granfing a pension to
Charles H. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOLLAND : A bill (IL R. 26781) for the relief of Ida
Banks; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 26782) grauting an Inecrease of
pension to Dorothy B. Bacon; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Peunsions.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 26783) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary M. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26784) granting an increase of pension to
Simon Hoafmyre; to the Committee on Invalid ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26785) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Hinckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 2678G) for the relief of
C. B. McKee, administrator de bonis non of John R. McKee;
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26787) for the relicf of the Court Avenue
Presbyterian Church, inecorporated as the First Cumberland
Presbyterian Church of Memphis, Tenn.; to the Commiitee on
War Claims.

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 26788) granting an increase
of pension to Rosa T. Wallace; fo the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26780) granting an Increase of pension to
Mary T. Hartigan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26790) granting an increase of pension to
Frank T. Sickler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 26791) granting a pension to
Daniel M. Blevins; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26792) granting a pension to David A.
Patton; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26793) granfing a pension to Charlie
Forbes; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26794) granting an increase of pension to
William Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26795) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26796) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel C. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26797) granting an increase of pension fo
Edward McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERWOOD : A bill (H. R. 26798) granting a pension
to Mary Earle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26799) granting a pension to Anna M.
Consaul; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26800) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26801) granting an increase of pension to
Hiland Goodwin; to fhe Committee on Invalid Pensiors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26802) granting an increase of pension to
Albert 8. Bloomer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING : A bill (H. R. 26803) granting an increase
of pension to Sterrett MecClellan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (L. R. 26804) for the relief of Allen
M. Hiller; to the Committee on Military Affgirs.

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26805) granting a pen-
sion to Austin P. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid I’ensions.

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 26800) granting an
increase of pension to Sammuel Amich; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 26807) granting an increase of pension fo
Sylvester Cary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of Eventide Council of the
Daughters of America, of Coshocton, Ohio, favoring the passage
of the Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. BURKE of Wiseonsin: Paper to aecompany bill
(H. R. 14192) granting a pension to Flora Tuscott; to the Cowm-
mittee on Pensions.

.
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By Mr. FULLER : Petition of David Felmley, president of the
Illinois State Normal University, favoring the passage of the
vocational education bill (8. 3) ; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of A. H. Bliss, Chicago, Ill., favoring passage
of House bill 2920, vensioning military telegraphers; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GILL: Petition of the Ameriean Federation of Labor,
favoring enactment of legisiation decreasing the tax on oleo-
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HAMLIN : Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 1811) to
grant a pension to Marion West; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HINDS: Memorial of Capt. Charles II. Boyd; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KEAHN: Petition of John H. Robins, of San Fran-
cisco, Cal., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard liquor
bill, preventing shipment of liquor into “dry” territory; to
the Committee on the Judiciary. y

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the Intercon-
tinental Rubber Co., Jersey City, N. J., favoring the passage
of House bill 26377, to establish a United States court of patent
appeals; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of merchants of Greenfield,
Mass, favoring enactment of legislation giving the Interstate
Commerce Commission further power toward controlling the ex-
press rates; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: Papers to accompany bill (H. R.
26702) granting a pension to Stacy Ann Wacker; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
the State of New York, protesting against the placing of the
Board of General Appraisers under control of any department
of the Government; to the Commitiee on Expenditfures in the
Treasury Department.

By Mr. NEEDHAM : Petition of dairymen of Texas, protest-
ing against the passage of any legislation removing the tax on
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Woman's Home Mis-
sionary Society of Carlisle Presbytery, favoring passage of a
bill abolishing pdlygamy in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of the Union Thanksgiving Services,
Osceola, Nebr., favoring passage of an effective interstate liguor
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the New Haven Chamber of
Commerce, favoring passage of bill (H. R. 26277) creating a
final court of patent appeals; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of citizens of Seneca Falls,
N. Y., favoring a reduction in the duty on raw and refined
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Frvax, December 6, 1912.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

Arnert B. Farr, a Senator from the State of New Mexico;
Aste J. GroxmA, a Senafor from the State of North Dakota;
Wirranm J. StoNE, a Senator from the State of Missouri; and
Joux 8. Wirrraums, a Senator from the State of Mississippi,
appeared in their seats to-day.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings when, on request of Mr. BranpeceEE and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Bacox). The Chair
lays before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of
War transmitting, pursuant to law, reports of the chiefs of the
several bureaus of the War Department, listing papers in their
respective offices not needed or useful in the transaction of
business and having no permanent value or historic interest and
recommending the disposal of the same.

The communication will be referred to the Joint Select Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive
Departments. The Chair appeints as the committee on the part
of the Senate the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crarge] and
the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. BurNaAM].

The Secretary will notify the House of Representatives of
the appoiniment of the committee on the part of the Senate,

REPORT ON ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
Twenty-second Annual Report of the Board of Ordnance and
Fortifieations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1912, which
was referred to the Committes on Military Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL (m. poc.
NO. 1065).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant
to law, statements of the expenditures, etc.,, of the Springfield
Armory, Mass., and at the Rock Island Arsenal, Il., for the
fiscal year ended June 30, 1912, which, with the accompanying
paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and
ardered to be printed.

CHARLES J. ALLEN V. UNITED STATES (S, DOC. NO. 969).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu-
sion filed by the court in the cause of Charles J. Allen v.
United States, which, with the accompanying paper, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed a bill (H. R. 22593) to amend an act entitled “An act
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts
amendatory thereof, by providing for physical valuation of the
property of carriers subject thereto and securing information
concerning their stocks and bonds and boards of directors, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIATS.

Mr. McCUMBER presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Inkster and Valley City, in the State of North Dakota, praying
for the enaciment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the
nullifiention of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. ASHURST presented a petition of members of the Ari-
zona Mission of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bisbie,
Ariz., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to
prevent the nullification of State liguor laws by outside dealers,
which was ordered to iie on the table.

Alr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of
Commerce of North Platte, Nebr., favoring the enactment of
legislation providing for the establishment of agricultural ex-
tension departments in connection with the agricultural colleges
in the several States, which were referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. RICHARDSON presented a resolution adopted at the
Christian Endeavor Convention held at Laurel, Dei., favoring
the enactment of an interstate liguor law to prevent the nullifi-
cation of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SMOOT:

A bill (8. 7618) granting an increase of pension to John Mil-
ler (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A Dbill (8. 7619) for the relief of Laetitia M, Robbins (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey (for Mr. Brices) :

A bill (8. 7620) for the relief of Ernest C Stahl; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, MARTIN of Virginia :

A bill (8. 7621) for the relief of .Tames C. Hilton; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A bill (8. 7622) for the relief of Stanley Mitchell (with ac-
companying paper) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. TOWNS EN'D

A bill (8. T623) granting an increase of pension to Henry W.
Bradley (with accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 7624) granting an increase of pension to Royal II.
Stevens (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A Dbill (8. 7625) for the relief of certain members of the Five
Egmmmm Tribes in Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian
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